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FOREWORD

Introduction

. This Users' Report has been compiled from the information supplied
by the instructors participating in the National Science Foundation
Community College Project field test of PLATO IV during the fall semester
of 1975, and represents their responees to both the equipment and course-
ware of the PLATO system. With Certain exceptions explained below, no
attempt has been made to edit faculty responses. instructors' opinions
display the strengths and weakneesei of PLATO as they conceive them to be,
even though individual instructors may be unfamiliar with the PLATO resources
at their disposal, or the means of dealing with already recognized problems.
The experience of instructors with PLATO varies widely, since the project
included both the new User and the experienced programmer. -Readers should
bear in mind. that experience and familiarity with the system determine in
great measure the expectations instructors hold for PLATO, and, possibly,
the sophistication of their responses to it. This caveat is no less true
for instructor, whom; overall evaluation is negative than it is for those
who are enthueiaitic users.

A general introduction has been provi by t14d project c rdinator;
the coordinators for the several subject a eau have written Los for
their on area,. The reader should examine both the general introduction .
and the appropriate area summary before evaluating the individual came
reports for each subject.

Organization

The users' Report is a series'of case studies Organized by instructor
rather than by class. The report is primarily organized by subject hr.&
and secondarily by ,instructors who teach aparticular class. But mince
many teachers teach. more than one course, this has meant, necessarily, that
some course evaluations will appear out of sequence. For example, the case
reports of all instructor. whoteach introductory biology without laboratory,
first semester, appear first as a group in the biology section. Since some
of those instructors also taught other courses, thou. cdUrse reports will
also appear, although out of sequence. While this arrangement may be indon-
venient in some respects, the alternative was to duplicate a good deal of
instructor information and interviews in order to preserve tht case organi-
zation by instructor, or abandon homogeneous course groupings altogether.
No section is so long, however, that the labor of searching for the out of
place course should be burdensome. To make the task easier, cross references
to out of place courses have been proviaed in the TABLE OF CONTENTS.

4

Each case report is divided into three sections; the first is a com-
piiition of the responses to instructor and course questionnaires; the
second is an abstract of an interview with the instructor; the third is a
quick reference graph showing student use data for each of the instructor's
courses.
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Case Reports

The name of the instructor, his college, and course number have been
deleted'from the report captions. In their places are an instructor's
identification number and descriptive titles for his or her courses.
Although SOON information about college and course number can.be obtained
from the interview summary, the Users''Report.has purposdly tried to dis-,
courage comparisons among instructors and colleges by de-emphasizing
instructor and college identity.

Questionnaire Responses'

Below the identification caption are three groups of responses con-
cerning (1) Course Information, (2) Course Evaluation, and (3) Instructor
Information.

"(1) Course Information presents the name of the course, its enroll-
ment, the manner in which PLATO was used and the time i/Oas used, the
management of the curriculum and roster, the source from which or upon
whose recommendation lessons were selected, the instructor's practice of pre-"
viewing lessons, and the extent of contact with BPS, if any.

(2) Course Evaluation includes comment upon the learning level of
lessons, their quality and their quantity? the percent of lessons previewed,
the number of PLATO Sessions affected by serious mechanical failure, and a
statement of the instructor's interest in PLATO.

(3) Instructor Information contains data concerning the instructor's
firIt contact with PLATO, his or her participation in a University of Illinois
extension course in PLATO, release time for PLATO development, prior use of
PLATO in the classroom, years teaching, years at his or her college, and
tenure status.

Samples o the questionnaires can be found at the end of the INTRODUCTION.
Readers should note the answer options suggested by the Community College
Project *taff. Participating instructors were not, however, limited to the
response* suggested. Unexpected responses may be best interpreted by
reference to the specific wording of the question.

Interview Summaries

Intervilow summaries were compiled by the editor from the responses
given by each instructor to the twenty-eight questions of the interview
guide. Responses were usually organized into a summary of three parts:
(1) general comments, (2) lessons and uses comments, and(3) administrative
and mechanical Comments. The last includes the.instrUctor's estimates of
,the impact of PLATO upon his or her career.and upon the teaching profession.
Where responses were 'articularly full, somesections.were further subdivided:
in some interviews "lesson" comments and "use" comments appear under separate
headings, some summaries contain a section on specific recommendations.

.9
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Two members of the Community.College Project staff of the Computer-'
based Education Research Laboratory (CERL) conducted interviews, oneinter-

. viewing Parkland College faculty and the other interviewing the City Colleges
of Chicago faculty. Individual interviewing techniques might differ, but
the interviewers did not prompt or solicit specific answers. The Users'
Report attempts to reproduce interview comments as faithfully as possible
whether the instructor's remarks were laudatory or negative. Only in com-
ments which might be interpreted to the disparagement of an individual were
names deleted. In contrast, where instructors remarked upon the praise-
worthy achievement of a fellow faculty or staff.member, names have been
retained'in the desire to recognize those who deserve congratulations.

The careful reader will note two voices in the interview summarids:
The greatest part of the time, the instructor's comments are paraphrased
as declarative sentences. Where a direct paraphrase might create confusion,
or where the use of a first person pronoun could not otherwise be avoided,
the voice of the editor appears in such words as "in the instructor's
opinion" or "the instructor believes" to cite two common examples. Notwith-
standing theeresort to this possible clumsy device,, the editor has tried tb
avoid any distortion of the instructor's remarks. As a chock against
inadvertent error, subject coordinators were asked to check interview
summaries for obvious misstatements or errors. If an occasio 1 mistake
escapes even their vigilance, the edito accepts full responsib ty.

Readers are encouraged to examine the'simple of the interview guide
that is found at the end of the INTRODUCTION to help interpret the interview
summaries. Moreover, summaries ought to be read in combination with the
questionnaire responses; while the two may duplicate some information, they
are essentially complementary.

Student Use Data

TI/data presented in graph rm originated 41) the on-line course

files of the participating instructors. The data s been reduced to graph
form for ease of reference to the particular info tion the CERL staff
believe to be most significant. Included are (1) to 1 number of student
users, (2) the total hours of use by the class, and the. distribution

of student users by hour use The total number of st nt users may not,
in some cases, equal the. class enrollment at either the inning of the
curse or at the end. Course files will. retain use data for any student
who has been entered in the class roster and has used the system at least
once, regardless of whether he or she joined the class after initial enroll-
ment or dropped the course prior to the completion of the term. Unless '

instructors deleted names of students who withdrew from the course, data
for those students will appear in the graphs. In one instance three
chemistry instructors entered all their students in a common roster; in that
case readers are directed to the case report that contains the graph for the
common file.

Recurrent Opinions

Certain responses to PLATO recurred with sufficient frequency to command
some interest. Although the following remarks should not be taken as the
uniformly shared opinion of all participating instructors they represent

1 0
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.

the judgment of a significant eaugh group of fedi:ay to warrant mention
here. Recurring opinions, judgments, and evaluations concerned chiefly
courseware, i.e., lesson content, topic coverage, and programming.

Uses

The st frequently recommended use of PLATO was to provide drill and

b

practice r or students. PrIATO's opacity for limitless patience and its
rapid res nse and correction makcit ideal frIBr problem sets, practice .

at mathematical operations, compution of formulas, and exercises in
in grammar. In this sense, it is a excell.ent,alternative form of workbook
for practical skills, and one that ca be prd4rammed to help the student
w4.th hints and instructibns n a way t t printed media can not. /

/
" In contrast, the least effective useNof PLATO is as a simple replace-

merit for a text. Extended" texts are more dricult to read on PLATO than
irCheok format: moreover, books are easier :Ave fot review and study of
prior pages. Finally, books are portable and\can accompany the student to
be used at a time and pl4ce of his convenience. *...

G.-

Lessons

The most frequently mentioned flaws in lessons are mechanical program
errors and excessively rigid answer judging, both of whit): annoy students.
Also frequently mentioned was lack of restarts, Whiph forces students to
repeat material already accomplished orprohibitselie resumption of an .

incompleted Leeson.

Less frequently mentioned was a lack of humor or effective exploitation
ofa graphics and motion in lessons. Many instructors commented in one form-
or another that static panel displays inhibited student interest and partici-
pation. Similarly, many instructors noted that, to be most effective,
lessons should require student participation, usually in thekform of a
required positive re:hi-onset' ,A, significant number of instructors thought
that lack of typing skills prey ted easy use of lessons, and preferred
that typing requirements either eliminated or answer judging modified
to accept mistyped answers. One English instructor added that she would
like to rewrite all her own lessons to require only touch panel responses.

.
Instructor opinion is divided at to who should develop lesson*. The

majority position seems to be that lesion content andarrangement should be
written by using faculty, either individually or in comities, and programmed
by professional programmers. This judgment reflects two important concerns:
(1) difficulties with, poorly programmed lessons, ands(2) insufficient
attention to cultures or learning levels of the intended audience. The
interviews disclosed two minority positions, one holding the professional
programmer ought to develop and execute all lessons, and the other holding
the opposite,'that instructors using PLATO ought to develop and execute lessons.
The first position emphasizes the quality of the professionally produced
lessons and the latter emphasizes the unique appropriateness to the audience
of the instructor's lessons.

.11
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A similar divergence exists inattitude toward content. The majority
of instructors prefbr lessa4 which are designed fbr heir particular
classes and which reflect their classroom practices and pedagogy. A
significant minority want standard lessons keyed to a widely used text
which can be used by.many teachers and classes. Each position imposes .

different reqtarementt on thePLATO syttem. A multiplicity of lessons on
the same topic creates inefficient use oil the system, since idiosyncratic'
lessons have low use. Moreover; coite to the tihool rise if individual
instructors are. given release time to develop individdally useful PLATO
lessons. The other approach may make PLATO more-accessible, but inhibits
the realization °Pits full potential by restricting useful variation in'
lesson design.

Instructors did not as a general rule want comprehensive coverage of
cal topics constituting a course syllabus,-which could be used for wholly
self-controlled instruction. They did, however, want lessons available on
all topics that,could be used at the instructoesIliscretion as a supplement
to class or labs, or for review and-practice. Mrablems solving lessons were
particularly desired in the sciences.

Almost all instructors expressing an opinion on lesson review thought
that all new lessons ought to be previewed by faculty prior to release,
but the forms review ought to take commanded no uniformity of judgment.
Very few instructors thought that new lessons faculty
ought to be prohibited from release.

Mectianics'and Administration

0

The greatest single administrative or technical problem was the
relative unavailability of terminals,. or of satiifacppry.time for use.
Some instructors who wished to schedule PLATO up6 during class found that
time had to be scheduled early before the term in order to obtain the
desired hour. 'Others who preferred to use PLATO outside of clams noted
that terminelswere not always available for casual use. Moreover, even
when terminals were available, sometimes the computer memory ospacity'was
exceeded, pieventing students from studying lessons not then already in
use at that site. Instructors with large climatal were obliged to split
their classes for PLATO use, or assign two students to a single terminal.

Complete system failures were less frequent this term than before and
*counted for few instructors' complaints. Occasional terminal malfunction
or failiare 9f accessory equipment provoked most.dissttisfiction. Slide
projectors received the greatest number of complaints. Expended micro- -°

fiche resources were desired, but many instructors did not indicate' whither
thie was dissatisfaction with the system's capability or with the currently'
availeble materials.

12
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The five-year contract between the Natibnal Science Foundation and
t the Univqrsity of Illinois tocibplement andevaluate.the PLATO1 system-'

calls for' a demonstrAion and field,iest.during the final two. years
(1974-764. Five Illinois community'cblleges2 are among the educational
institutions participating as field test sites. this report' about coin-

4 munity college PLATO users during Fall 1975 includes only those subject
areas coordinated by the University of Illinoisr accountancy, biology,
chemiitry, English, and mathematics. In short, this is a record of a
part of the subject areas, in a part of the test sites, during a part,of
the time. The fiela test itself represents only a part of the total
LATO use during -this two-year period.
.\ . ,

\ The above remarks ate intended to place the reported'activities within
a p er'frame of reference and not to minimize their importance. The task
of in oducing a technological innovtioninto establiShed educational i

%institu ons is more:than.a matter of installing a functioning system.
Thdpr y goal of thefield test has been to achieve local commitment
that will sustain the useof PLATO in the community colleges beyond the

:initial'heivily subsidized field test period. J

O .

FollOwin the first year of the field test, the CERL community call ge
staff and the LATO staff members from-the.field test sites met to design '

data instrumen to gather information about PLATO use and users. The
PLATO Education l'EvaIuation and Peiearch Group and the independent evalu-
ator, Educational Testing Service,-,participated in these work sessions.
It seemed obvious from the start that teachers/ acceptance of PLATO would

\I:

depend on.suchspak . eters as the quantity and guility,of suitable course -
wake, developmento familiarity with the,technology, reliability of the
computer and terminal, scheduling and administrative support, -and availability
Nof other delivery systems. In addition, we felt there was a need to capture
in.a usable format answers to the following'besic questions:

Who were the teachers using PLATO; did they share any common
characteristics?

Why did these teachers become involved in the project, how had
they been trained?

How did teachers use PLATO in their teaching?..

What did teachers see as the strengths and weaknesses of the lesson
material and/or the delivery system?

1 PLATO is an acronym for Programmed Logic 'for AutomaticTeaching 0- Aeration,

It' is the official trademark of the University Of Illinois Computer-based
Education System.

2City Colleges of Chicago (Chicago Urban Skills Institute, Xerniedy-King
College, Malcolm X College, Wright College) .and Parkland College, Champaign.

K,
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What degree ok\inttructional effebtiveness is demandeCby
PLATO lessone? :

Who should prepare 'the Materials?

What applications are cost of ctive?

: .

oHow much control does\ system arch ecture exert on the instructional
contentor format? -

What curricular changei. (scheduling/co ent) are effected.b PLATO
use? ',..

.

; Wha.t teacher behaviors ar ,changed ihrpUgh TO use?- ... \
4 ! -

As the above questions suggest; the field test was real.world_approach
to innovation rather than a neatly'designed'education experiment"with
control group studies. An added) value of theUser't ortdiis the record
it provides of what happened durinkthe field test. ..

\,_...
.

This report should not be vAewed as an ev,aluatioAl jud have
not been made on thinforidation OreAnted here: Such interp etation
would demand familiarity with details of project design siCh a -methods
of selection.of participants-rinstuciionai format, etc.

1

.

The cowinunity college .project feels it can best benefit futur
educationAl research in,etapAtpr-based instruction by reporting on
process and milestones associated with introducing'a'new technology.
To date,118 PLATO terminals are operating five schools geographi lly
and culturally distant from a University reset rah laboratory. The-Us= s'
Report not only raises. demandin4 queitions for continued research but so
represents substantial' progress in'achieving the primary goal of, the pr. ect.

users of

14
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Teacher Information
4

(given any time)

xv

\
_ .

1 .

Name: ) Office Room 41 ) Office Phone:.

Dawson' -Kennedy-King Maltoba X. Wright Other )
b

\\

'c de f

Bio Chem_ ,English Math Other )

a b d- d e f-..

7

College: Parkland
a

Department: Accy

II

1. How* did you first learn

a. PLATOstaff at this

b. U of I staff

c. fellow'teacher

about PLATO? )

College

I

4.. other

2. Did you take any:of these U of I extension courses?

a. Summer 1972, Dr. Videbeck -- introductory

b. Fall 1972, Dr. Videbeck -- authors
.

Spring 1973, Dr.Videbeck -- users

d.

e.

f.

S.

h.

Spring01973, Dr. Videbeck -- authors

Spring 1974. Dr. Ghesqu.ere introductory

Fall 1974, Dr. Jordan -- introductory

Spring 1975, Dr. Jordan introductory

Spring 1975, Dr. Jbrdan -- advanced

3. How many PLATO lessons have you designed?

a. 0 b. 1 c. 2. d. 3 e. 4 f. 5 or more

4. How many PLATO lepsons have you programmed? )

a. 0 b. 1 c. 2 d. 3 e. 4 f. 5 or more

( yes or no)

)

)

)

)

)

s.

5. Have you had release time for PLATO? -(yes or no)

a. Fall 1972 ) f. Summer 1974 )
.

Spring 1973 ) g. Fall 1974 )

c. Summer 1973 ) h. Spring 1975 ) -----
47.

b.

d. Fall 1973 > 1. Summer 1975

e. Spring 1974 ). j. Fall, 1975



Teacher Information' (Conanued)

(This question appears each list a "yes" for 'release time is given.)

6. Number oi class hours reused ?, ) \

a. 3 b: 6 c. d. 12 e.. other

7. Have you used PLAT' in your classes?

a. Fall 1973 )

b. Spring 197

c. Summer 1 4 )

d. Fall 1 74

e. Spri 1975

f. SuT6er 1975 )

g. Fell 1975

8. I received my PLATO training from (yes or no)

a. myself

b. credit course )

c. site coordinator, )

d. assistant site.. coordinator ),

e. University of Illinois staff >

f. Fellow teacher )

g. others )

Number of years teaching' experience? )

e

10. Number of.years in this college?

11. Are you a tenured faculty member? )

16
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Course Information Beginning_of Semester 42:,
,o.

Nam:)

College:2/ Parkland Dawson Kennedy-King Malcolm X Wright, Other )
a

Department: Act\y, Bio Chem k101,41 Math Other
a . b

. 0

Course Number: )

Number of students enrolled now:

.Class schedule day/time: >

bii
* .

1. Have you scheduled PLATO (yes or no)

a. dUring class time
-/-

b. during non'-class time with PLATO terminals. reserved

c. during non-class time with no reservation of PLATO terminals

d. other

2. Have you schedkiled PLATO to. (yes or no)

a. replace classroom.insCruction and/or lab )

b.' review and practice )

c. supplement homework )
d. replace homework )

e. extra credit )

f. -other. )

3. When there are more students than terminals, will students bout
terminals (yes or

a. choose their own partners for each session

b. be assigned partners on a rotating schedule )

c. be assigned. partners on a fixed schedule
)

d. do other work until, a terminal is available )

e. other
d

17
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4

Course Information -- Beginning of Bemester-(continued)

4., The PLATO course rosterwill be managed by

a. myself

b. fellow teache

'c ;Slate coord afor

d. assistant si e coordinator

e. University,o Illinois staff member

f. other

5. The PLATO curriculum (index, sequence, etc.) will be managed by >

a. myself

b. fellow teacher

c. site coordinator

d. assistant site' coordinator

e. University of Illinois staff member'

f. other

6. The PLATO lessons your class will use were (yes or no)

a. recommended by a U of I staff member )

b. recommended by a PLATO*staff member at this college

c. recommended by a:fellow teacher )

d'. chosen from the course.catilog of PLATO lessons )

e. other

7: Will you have worked through the PLATO lessons as a student before they
are used by your clad? (yes or no) ),ti

8. While your class used PLATO, will you ice (ges or no)

a. observing student's )
. .

b. assisting studbnts with use ofPLATO terminals )

, c. assisting students 'with lesson content )
d. managing aurae records .>

, 1

e. using PLATO lessons,as a student )

f. having individual confereriCes in the PLATO area )

g. having small group instruction in the PLATO area

h. present doing non-PLATO related class activities )

i. be elsewhere doing class-relatedactivities

j other 18



CourseInformation Beginning of Semester (continued)-

9. Have you been contacted by Educational Testing Service? (yes or no)

.10. If fires, have you agreed to administer

(yes or no)

a. pri-tests

b. post-tests

student attitude questionnaires

4
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Course Information -- End of Semester

Names

College: Parkland Dawson Kennedy-King, Malcolm X Wright Other )

a b c d e f

Department: Accy Bio Chem English Math Other )

a b' c d e f

Course Number: )

Number of students enrolled now:

1. For this class material on PLATO was generally

a. too difficult

b. difficult

c. appropriate

d. easy

e. too, easy

2. The amount of material on PLATO for this class was )

a. more than sufficient

b. sufficient

c. less than sufficient 136.-

3. Generally, the quality of the PLATO lessons was

a4 very high

b. high

0. average

4. low

d. very low

4. About what percentage of the PLATO lessons did you work through as a
student before they were used by your class? )

a, 100%

b. 50%

c. 25%

d. 0%

20
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Course Information -- End of Semester (continued)

5. Did you use PLATO to (yes or no)

a. replace class instruction and/or lab )

b: review-end practice )

c. supplement homework )

4. replace homework )

a. extra 'credit )

f. other )

6. The PLATO lessons your class used were (Yes or no)

a. chosen from the curriculum catalog of PLATO lessons )

_b. chosen from the hard-copy index )

c. recommended by another teacher )

d. recommended by a U of I staff member, )

e. recommended by a PLATO staff member-at this college ).

f. other )

8. The PLATO course roster was managed by

a. myself

b. fellow teacher

c. PLATO staff at this college

d. U of 'I staff member

4. other

9. The PLATO curriculum was managed-by Y

a. myself

b. fellow teacher 4
. .

c. PLATO staff at this college

d. U of I staff member e,

e. other

10: Were you contacted by ETS?

(yes* er no)

Did you give the pre-test? )

Did you give the post-test? )

Did you give the student attitude questionnaires? , )

21



Course Information -- End of Semester (continueV1

(yes' or no)
I k

11. 'Would you use your own time to improve PLATO instruction? /

(e.g., design more lessons, write lesson'critiques, etc.)

12. many scheduled PLATO sessions were seriously affected by
thanical problems? >

,

4.

22



Interview Guide

1. What related teaching materials did you use?
{Name of text, workbooks, audiovisuals, practice sets, etc.)

44'

2. Generally, what effect do you think PLATO had on class achievement?
Did PLATO seem more or less effective for students of particular ability
groups?

3. Do students like class more or less because of PLATO? Why? Did class
attitude vary with the learning ability?

4. What was your experience with mechanical problems?

5. Did you prepare alternative class activities if PLATO was "down"?

6. Which lesson tops seem best suited for PLATO instruction?

7. Which lessons seemed \g highest quality? Why?

23



Interview Guide (continued

8. What are your suggestions fir, /improving lessons?

9. What other course topics would you suggest be taught on PLATO?

dosed
,

10. Which lesson unique PLATO capabilities: self-paced, individualized,

,ge

interactive self-correction, answer judging, branching, animation,
diagrams, t.

//

11. What scheduling problems did youoxperience? How could these problems
be avoided in the future?

4
12. Who helped you'4n using PLATO?

13. Which lessons seemed to fit with your course syllabus? What additional
course tOplos woad you liks to see covered on PLATO?

24
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IntervieW Guide'(continued)

14. Which lessons seemed to fit the learning level of yOur'class? Which
seemed too difficult? too easy?

15. How did you loose which lessons your class would use?

4

16. What criteria would you use in selecting PLATO lessons if you used PTO
again in teaching this course?

17. What advantages do you see with PLATO?

18. What disadvantages do you tee with PLATO?

f

p,
19. How would you'ohange your method of *using PLATO the next time you teach

this course? .

20. How would you compare a PLATO
of equal quality? (better or

lesson as a teaching method to another media
wire.)

workbooks
audio visuals

b w
programmed learning
lecture

b w
MIMIMIM MMINYMONNdilm.11=W 1

homework tutors
41111 111=1M.MMI1 .1111111

.1.111 .MINIM111111

textbook class discussion
M11..m11

MI.111=

drill in class lab
=11.1 MIMIMIM

.01111111111Mo41111 MIMI11110 .111

25
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.Enterview. Guide (Continued)

'21 . How would yolike to see LATO used inthe facture? ?

11

22. 'What effect dkyou think PLATO willjtavelon the teaching profession? "

23. ow has PLATO affected your classroom teaching?

r,

24. What degree of class preparation is required for a PLATO session?
to this related each time a lessonas used?

25. How should future llisons (curricula) be developed?

26. Who managed the course roster and curriculum?

27. Did yo* give ETS pro-tests, post-tests, attitude students? Comments?

26



Interview Guide (continued),

28. Hal using PLATO made aPy important difference to your career?

O #

. a

.

9

9
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SUBJECT COORDINATORS SUMMARY -- ACCOUNTANCY

History

The PLATO accountancy curriculdm now contains forty -Seven different.
available lessons, including an introductory lesson and a comment lesson-.
All could be applicable to material taught in a two-semester introductory
-accounting course. Nine lessons include elements Of cost accounting and
therefore could be used in a cost accounting course. Six lessons contain
elements of budgeting and management analysis; which may not be covered '

in some introductory courses.

Thomas Lenehen, Assistant Professor at Wright College ton leave, 1975 -
1976) and James C. McKeown, AsSociate Professor at the University of Illinois
at Urbana-Champaign, were chiefly responsible for the dev lopment of the
accountancy lessons. Professor Lenehen was instrumental n the development
of eleven lessons;' Professor McKeown has recoded the sam lessons for PLATO IV,
has added answer lodging to them, and hat conttibutedei other ways to their
development. Professor McKeown has been responsible f the development and
coding of the iemainder of the lessons, except for those,,on cost accounting
and one on partnerships,. The cost lessons were developed by a team of
graduate students at the Uniirersity of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign working
under the supervision of Hans Martin Schoenfeld as part of a graduate course.
Professor McKeown helped code and provide answer jddging for these lessons,
and he now maintains them as well as all the other accounting lessonsi with
the single exception of "Partnerships," which was written and coded by
George Trent, Assistant Professor at Wright College.

The majority of these lessons had been-written 'and coded by.Pall 1974,
when the implementation phase.of the community college project began. An
accountancy coordinator, Dorothy PonO, was hired by CBBIO.n July 1974.
Ms. POndy compiled a hard-copy indent and description of all the accountancy
essons. Shealso contacted all the instructor -users to'introduce them to
e available courseware and to assist them in learning to manage their own

co rses. By Pall'1975, a fairly stable group of instructor-users had been
id= tified. These instructors-were, fbr the most-part, ableto manage their
own student rosters and curriculum on-line index. Thg:coordinator continued
to a sist the instructors and to act as liaison between them and krofessor
McKeo . Minor changes in the programs continued to be made as problems
arose. .Some Mmes changes requestedoy instructors were not made in defer-
ence to the pedagogical or philosophic convictions of the authors. In
Summary, accountancy has progressed from initial lesson development to a
fairly we l-deveIoped introductory curriculum used by astable core of
initructo = at the community college level and at the University of Illinois
at Urbana-aampaign.-

Current City.and Community College Use.
IA

During Fall Semestek 1975 the PLATO accountancy lessons were used by
597 students for a total of 3,068hours at.Chicago Urban Skills Institute, '

Kennedy-King College, Malcolm X College, 'and Wright College (the City Colleges
of\Chicago); and Parkland College, at Champaign. Additionally, the same
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lessons were used by at least y383 students, for a minimum of 25,526 hours .

it
at the University of Illinois atUrbanaloChampaign. Lessons were use in both
semesters of an introductory accounting course, in a cost accounting ourse,
in learning labs, in an accouniihg.clerk programpand'in an adult educatidn
course. .

.,

... Use varied from school to school and from one course to another. The

1

project has not t
' \colleges; rather, 't has attempted to describe and document ths, uses to

, to impOse a standard foNmat for use on the

which PLATO has been put. In school #1 the PLATO accountancy,curriculum
is used onlIoutside of the regular ClassrooM as a lupplement, or a part .

of a learning laboratory. in schools #2, #3, #4, and #5 PiATO is generally
used during classtime for varying reasons. At school #2 there is little

'

\
free terminal time for students to use4FLATO on their own. At schools' #3
and,f4 the experience has been that students will not come in on their own
time, because of conflicts with outside jobs, indifference, or other' reasons,

ealkt school 15 students' programs and sphedules are such that scheduled class-,
time provides the only available access to PLATO.

There has been significantly less use made of .the available lessons
in thd second semester of introductory accounting than in the first semester,
for several reasons.. First, there are fewer students enrolled in the second
semester course, since many drop out of the first semester course. Moreover,.
some who da*Ifinish,the first semester elect not to continue., Consequently,
there.are fewer second semester'courses offered. Second, many of the lessons
available for'the second semester course are designed for management account-.
ing; topics which some schools do not include in'the second semester syllabus.
Thirds some instructors are reluOtant to give up classroom time to PLATO.
For the:most part second semester introductory courses have not 'used PLATO
as a replacement for classtime.- In the oaSe of the one instructor who-tried
to do so, the class met so late in the evening that the PLATO lab closed'
shortly afterthe class began.

Instructor Evaluation

In general, instructors are satisfied with the available,PLATO account-.
ancy lessons. They. feel that the lessons are appropriate fdr us& by community
college students; and that there is sufficient, although not complete, 4over
age of topics in lessons of average to good quality. Differences of opinion
among authors and instructors have created Some minor prOblemeConcerning

d
some items and issues. .One frequently shared opinion is that there should
be a larger number of alternate answers that are acceptable, and that spelling
mistakes should net be penalized.

Some topiCs, such as'debits and credits, journal entries; and special
journals, could be supplemented by new lessons. Other topics, such as .pay-
roll systems, deferrals and accruals, personal income taxes, and payroll .

taxesparenot currently covered in any lessons, and need to. have new lessons
Written for them.. Two instructors who have release time during Spring Semester
1976 will be working atideveloping new lessons on these topics.

With one unfortunate exception, instructors were not significantly
bothered by mechancial malfunctions during the fall semester. Except fot
the fact that everyone would like to have sore time available for students
to use PLATO outside of class,' scheduling posed no serious problems.
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor #1

COURSE INFORMATION

A
*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATG.Use

Roster

Curriculum
4

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

Accounting Clerk (continuing)

10/9

during class

review and practice

self

self

course catalog

yes

no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons averag

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) .25%

Sessions Affected by Failure 2 or 3

Would You Use Your Own Time yes

to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact Ms. Law (P.leader)

U of I4Extension Cdurse .none

PLATO Lesions Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use -,-. Spring 75 - Fail 75
..--

Source of PLATO Training sits coordinator

,Years Teachijng no r7ponse

1/2

no

Years at th4s Co].

'Tenure

*Term beginning/end

31.
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INTERVIEW SUMMAity ---Acqountancy Instructor #7

No interview conducted:

Accounting Clerk

C
13
4j
to I*

I

.4

'0 4 6 8 10 ,

Uspee distribution

14 16 18 20
hrt

Tote /5: , 1 e students, 49 hours. Ftveregt: 4. 9

0'

4
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ID NUMBER

7

Accountancy Instructor #2

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Adult Education Accounting

*Enrollment' 28/15 ' \N,
. ., . N.

Schedule. luring class .

PLATO Use replace classwork, review and practice,
' 8

replace homework

Roster salf

Curriculdm self

Lesson Source U of I staff, college PLATO staff,
,course catalog

Lesson Preview yes.

EIS no

COUASE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Piaviewed (approx.) 100%

Sedsions Affected by Failure 1,

Would You Use Your Own Time
tp Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

. PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons rograrraned

Release Time

Prior PLATO 14se

Sciurce of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Yeaxe at this College

. Tenure.

*Term beginning/end

no

college PLATO staff

none

1

1

Spring 73

Spring, 74, Fall 754'

telf,site'coordinator, 6-of I staff

8

8

yes
.
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor #2

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schodlle

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

.

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lesson,

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO COntabt

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Traiding

Years Teaching

Years at this College

,Tenure

*Term beginning/end

MoN

Introduction to Accounting - 2

73/52 (total 2 sections).

outside of class, terminals not reserved;
occasional in-class use

replace classwork, review and practice,
replace homework

self

self

U of I staff, college PLATO staff,
course catalog

yes

posttests

appropriate

sufficient

high

100%

0 (both sections)

no

college PLATO staff

none

1

1

Spring 73

Spring 74, Fall,75

self, site coordinator; U of I staff

8

8

yes

34
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- AccOuntancy Instructor #2

General

PLATO'S effect on student achlemeni is mixed; it certainly helps
some but for others it is no benefit. Approklmately.65% of Ehoseielped
are slower etude is and the remaining 35% are better students. On the
whole, students like it better because it is an interesting program and
provides them a men, of review. Better students find it unnecessary and
some refuse to atteana PLATO session. PLATO is a unique and different
approach which provides effective review and reinforcement. Its disadvan-
tages are its insistence on rigid answer requirements and its inability
to discern typing errors from incorrect answers.

PLATO is equal to homework and to a text.- It is not as satisfactory
as class discussion. PLATO, however, is better than all other suggested
media and forms of instruction.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used in class in the Adult Education course and out of class
in the Introduction to Accountancy - 2 courses. PLATO was employed for review
and practice -and to replace homework. No change is planned for the future.

The text for the course was Accounting Principles by Niswonger and Fess.
PLATO lessons were selected from the on-line index by Tom Lenehen to cor-
respond to the chapter order of the syllabus.

Journal entries problems provided the best topics for PLATO and the
majority of leisons were fairly good. Lessons involving journalizing and
posting made best useof PLATO's special features. Lessons on JoUrnal entries,
classification of accounts, and special. journals but fit the instructor's
syllabus. While the learning level of most lessons is just right, the lesson
on adjusting entries was too hard and provided too many of_the same type of
.problems.

In the future, teachers should prepare the text of the lessons for the
professional programmer to implement. More lessons should be developed to
fit the syllabus of Accounting 102 and tow aiid existing lessons should not
require such stringent typing requirements.

Mechanics and Administration

Technical malfunctions were minimal. This year represents an improvement
over past experiences. No scheduling prObiems occurred.

Richard Neapolitan and AIMeers managed the class roster and TOM
Lenehen, Mere, and Neapolitan assisted the instructor in the use of PLATO.

PytTO reduces the role of the teacher in the classroom andi in this
instructor's opinion, this is a good thing; atudents learn more quickly and
painlessly with PLATO. Moreover, PLATO can!be used to Cover areas which
would otherwise have to be skipped in class. So far, PLATO has had no
influence on the instructor's °anger.



10

Accountancy Instructor #2 -- 'continued

Adult Education Accounting

5

6 '8 18 12 44. 16 18 28

Usage disti.ibution ---
Totals: 29 students, 229 hours. Average: 7.9

IntroduCtion to Accounting - 2

1

hrs

I I

) n
I ' I

. 1 in 1
1 ' 1 ' 1 ' 1 hrs

8 18 12 14 16 18 288 2 4 6

Usage distribution
Totals: 29 students) 32 hours. Average: 1.1

5

1 1 f 1 ..- i A 1 ht 5

6 12 1.4 16 16 20 ,

Usage distrik7uti.:.n

Totals: 24 students. 28 hours. Average: 1.2
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor #3% .

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Leison Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction'

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

3

Introduction to Accounting -

106/73 (total 3 sections)

%Aiming class

revie4'and practice, supplement homework

self

U of I staff

course-catalOg, U of I staff

(3 sections),

88MS-

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate

sufficient

high

50%

30%

yes

college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Prior PLATO Use Pall
%

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

74 - Fall 75

site coordinator, most site coordinator,
fellow instructor

13

13

yes
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor #3

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Introduction to Accounting - 2

*Enrollment 25/no response

Schedule outside of class, terminals not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster self

Curriculum, U of I staff t

Lesson Source U of I staff

Lesson Preview some

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruotion

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U'of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATQ Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

no response
r.

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

site,coordinator, asst site coordinator,
fellow instructor

13

13

yes
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IIMMMNIEW SUMMARY -- Accountancy Instrubtor #3
Lir

General-

So far, the influece of PLATO on achievement is not measurable and
the instructor reserves dgement until information is available. at will
prove the worth of PLATO. ever, students seem to like it, perhaps
because it is new and novel but at any rate it may provide a good adventure
for the class. It can make earning painless and fun, although some students
are antagonized by. the stumbl g blocks of 'poor programming within leRsons.

PLATO is better than audio-Visual aids, altholoh it is worse than
homework, lecture, tutors, or discussion. The instructor prefers not to
try to judge it in comparikon*to other media or forms of instruction.

Use and Lessons
40

PLATO was used,in class for review and practice. In the
instructor would use PLATO in the same way, although he would
time allotted to less than one session a week.

14.

Na
1,

future'i, the

reduce class.;

The text for the'course was Introducto A ountin eleventh edition
by Niswonger and Pees. The instructor selected a ropriate elementary PLRTO
lessons from the on-line and hard-copY indexes.

The topics dealing with material covered at the b ginning of the
course were best, although no individual lessons,were i entified as particu-
larly good. Many lessons use PLATO effectively and the impler lessons,
those appropriate to the first two months of the course, fit his syllabus
best. The learning level of most lessons was appropriate.

No matter who authors lessons in the future, all need editorial
review. While the subject matter coverage of existing lessons is adequate,
the instructor has given to the aoyountancy coordinator, Dorothy Pondy,
a list of Aggestions for improving present lessons, including recommendations
for improvement of mechanics, content, and approach.

Mechanics and Administration

This instructor seemed to be uniquely troubled with severe mechanical
difficulties. At times, one-half the terminals were operable; as a con-
sequence, students were frequently obliged to double up so no time would
be lost. However, no scheduling problems arose.

Al Meeis managed the class roster and Lenehen, Pondy, and Meers pro-
vided help in the use of PLATO.

ETS pretests, postteits, and attitude surveys were given.

PLATO has made one day's teaching a week easier for this instructor,
although it has squeezed the classtime available to cover the course
material. So far, the instructor sees no particular impact of PLATO on
the teaching profession.

39
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Accountancy instrucor #3 -- continued

Introduction toAccounting - 1

Cit

t
.i.. [

.

5

iiiii4iinr
i ill'-/, a.

1

1,11 _.1... 411±..... . n I . n i .

i . 1 . A hrs
° .. 4 r.. r, 10 1:: 14 16 7.) ±e

l_kat;.e. Atztril:,_.1-1:11

'N. Totals: 36 students, 136 hours. Average: 3.8

5

4.

10

WI&

Usage distribution
iota I t : 34 students, 94 :hours. Average: 2.8

ma,

2 6

Usage distribution
Totals: 38 students, 134 hours. Average: 3.1

10 12 14 16 18

40

hrs
20
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BOORS INFORMATION

_ Nam

*Enr 11Ment

Sch uld

LATO Use

ter
4.

LCUltiM

Lesson Source

Le Son Preview

ETS,

COURSE EVALUATION

Memel of Lessons

Quantity 'of 'Lessens

Quality of Lessons.

% Lessos Rreviewed (approx.)

Sessions. Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
` to Improve PLATO Instruction

Instructor

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATIONI

First PLATO -contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed-

"PIANO Lessons Programmed

Release TiMe

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training
.

Years TeaChing

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

16

#4

Introduction*to Accounting - 1

/16

no response

review and practice, supplement hodiework

_self

self

*course catalog:"

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys
(

4.

appropriate

sufficient

average

50%50%

0

yes

U of I staff

Spring 73, Videbeck, users

0

.0

Summer-75

Spring 74 - Fall 75

self, U. of I/staff

8
'

6

no

I
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-INTERVTAM. SUMMARY. -- Accouxitangy ctOr *14

General.

The instructor is not sure that PLATO has mad4 any significant effect
on student achievement. Be has not evaluated the aphievement of students
either in this or 'previous semesters. Moreover, attrition rates seem the
same for classes witlipr without PLATO. In contrast, those students that
use ?LAW and like it in the first semester want it in the second semester -=
course. Better students seem to like PLATO mote, for'it gives immediate

swerve to questions, eliminating ;the need to Wait for the next class/.
P TO helps students cover more. and forces them to do the work; every
s dent is;obliged to participate. if PLATO-has a principal disaftantage,
it is that outside time is required of students unless classtiie is
sa ificed.

In general, PLATO is better than a workbook, homework, programmed'
learning, or tutors. The instructor is undecided about its comparison
to drill and lab, and it is not as satisfactory as the remaining kinds of
in traction or media.

Uie and Lessons

The text for the\couree was NievIonier and Pess:ACconnting Principleig
ele enth edition, and the appropriate practice sets for that text. Comple*
men ry PLATO les ns were chosen frbm the course catalog and reviewed
pric1 to assigniten

Topics covered in the first few weeks on journalizing suit PLATO
exce tionally 11. Especially good lessons are those on journalizing,
and e lesson o changes in balance sheet equations. The latter fits
-almo t perfectly ith the material. in the text. Lessons on special journals
used LATO's uni e capabilities exceptionally well. The instructor noted
that st studen liked to be called by first names and those lessons '

which are person lined provoked good response. The learning level of the
essons chosen w s appropriate since the instructor had previewed all lessons

N.\--...4especialiy to el' 'nate,1 hose too easy or too difficult.

In the futur, lessOns shou41 be developed on materials appropriate
to second through fourthlsemeateziof accounting work. New lessons for
entries and special journals and salei purchase transactions, as well as
appropriate worksheets for both, should be developed. Both'new and existing
lessons should eliminate differences in terminology from standard' texts.

Mechanics andand Administration

Occasional terminal red-lighting posed the Only mechanical roblems
during the term. The instructor deliberately choOe a night class to avoid
scheduling problems. The instructor managed both the curriculum and the
roster himself. Mits Yamada and Dorothy Pondy provided general assistance
in the use of PLATO.

ETS,pretests and posttests were given'althaugh the instructor as 'no
comment On the adequacy or usefulness of,the tests.'

A 4 3
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Accountancy Instructor A4 -- continued

Ideally, instruction'in accounting shOuld consist of, a combination
of PLATO and classroom work. The instructor would like to see one hour
of classroom work with three hours of PLATO. On the whole, PLATO has
helped simplify teaching accounting, although it has had to effect on
classroom work. The instructor did not estimate the effect of PLATO on
his career, althOugh he was aware that,the administration of his college
knew of his involvement with PLATO.

Introduction to Accounting - 1
A

r

5

e.

n,n.n,n, .

1

n hrs
0 2 4 6 8 10- 12 14 ,16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 32 students, 383 hourst. Average: 12.0

44,

A'
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor t5

COURSE- INFORMATION

Name Introdiiction to Accounting - 1

*Enrollment 32/25

Schedule during claim

PLATO Use replace classrdom work

Roster self

Curriculum self

Leaso Source U of l staff, college PLATO staff

Lesson Preview P yes

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION.

!Ave' of Lessons(

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons'

%; Lessons Previewed (Approx.)

Sessions Affected by- Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to tmprove PLATO /nstruction

INSTRUCTOR =FORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use'

Source of PLATO Training self, fellow instructor

Years Teaching 13

Years at this'College 13

'Tenure yes

appropriate

sufficient

average

50%

0

no

fellow instructor

none

0

.

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

*Term beginning/end

45.t
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor 45

COURSE INPOPMTIONt

Name

*Enrollment°

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

Introduction to Accounting - 2

22/20

outside of class, terminals not reserved

review and practice

self

'self

course catalog'

nQ

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION
ti

.

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficlent.

1i. *,,,- Quality of Lesson's average
0.-

. / .

% Lesions Previewed (approx..) 0%
.Sessions Affected by Failure 0

A, Would You Use Your Own Time no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCtOR.INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U of I 'Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 74 - Pali 75

Source of PLATO Training self, fellow instructor.

Years Teaching 13

Years at this College 13

-Tenure 'yes

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Accountancy instructor #5

General

Use of PLATO suffered because of the strike by the community college
teachers -in the City Colleges of Chicago system. LOst time is particularly
troublesome in the use of PLATO for, at least to this instructor, more can
be covered in class in.the,same amount of time. There seems to be no
difference in attitude toward PLATO among ability groups.. PLATO does pro-
vide good class supplement for,studentsintrigued by troveityt. it heightens,
interest-in the;couree. However, mechanical*probleMs, such as inoperative
terminals, limit its use, as does unfamiliarity among students about the
use- of the- system.

Use and Lessons-

PLATO was used during classtime to replace some classroom instruction;
no.chAngein use is planned in the future, although the instructor would
like students to* able to drop in to use PLATO as a class supplement and
not as a substitute.

The course was assigned Introductory Accounting, eleventh edition, by
Niswonger andFess, and homework problems. PLATO lessons recommended by
University of Illinois-staffireffihers and by. PLATO staff at the college were
selected to fit the'.course syllabus. Most Of the topics covered in the index
fit. The lessdh on the worksheet the instructor thought particularly good.
All the accounting lessons are sufficibntly interactive to make good use of
PLATO's special characteristics, and all the'lemons fit. the instructor's
syllabus. The learning level of the lesson Adjusting Entries was too
difficulti.although the majority of lessons are 'satisfactory. if there is
a general caMplainb, it is that lessons are tooong, especially the lessOn
Special Journals.

No specific suggestions for lesson improvement weVe note4 although-
the instructor did feel that the available lessons were designed more for
the use of University of Illinois students; they did not fit easily with
his text.

Mechanics and Administration

No mechanical problems occurred nor did scheduling problems except for
the fact that insufficient terminals were available for the class.

Laboratory aides managed the roster of the course andDorothy Pondy
provided assistance in the use of PLATO.

) The coursehad no ETS contact.

The instructor estimates that PLATO will have a minimal effect on the
teaching profession. It certainly will not replace a teacher. So far, it
has held no effect either on his classroom teaching or on his career.

47
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AccOuntancy Instructor #5 -- continued 0

.Introduction to Accounting - 1 I

4 6 10 12 14 16 18

Usage cl\stribution
Totals: 31 students, 91 hours. Average: 2.9

Introduction to Accounting,- 2

0 -

0

ini I ni tril in, a in! . .

I I I hrs
2 4 6 8 10 ,12 14 16 18 21/

. Usake diStribution
Totals: 16 students; 30 hours. Average: 1.9

48
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ID.NUMBER .Accountancy Instructor #6

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

.COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lesson!

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would. You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO LesSon Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Tralfting---

Years Teaching

_Years at this College

Tenure

Introduction toAccounting -

35/

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

replace classwork, review and practice,
supplement homework

self

self

course catalog

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

U of X staff, fellow instructor

Spring 73; Videback, users

5+ r

0
//%

non" r:"

ii

Fall 74 Fall 75

;self, cr it course, site coordinators,
p of X s- ff

6

4

no

_ *Term beginning/end
4 9

ti
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Accountancy Instructor 16

General

No general aseessment can be made of PLATO's influence on student
achievement. At times, it eeems to help: some students however will not
try to puzzle out answers and will go through the motions of using PLATO
on a kind of trial and error baeis until they get right answers. There
is little feedbadk fiom students ,about their attitudes toward PLATO.
Better students seem to like it lore: slower students'like it less and
see it as one more opportunity for failure. PLATO's principal advantage
is that it provides a one-on-one relationship. No student can hide from
his terminal as he can from the instructor in the classroom. PLATO's :

disadvantage is that it may permit some students to play.around with the
equipment and fail to complete lessons or fail to understand the lessons
they do complete.

PLATO is a better aid than laboratory, programmed learning, workbooks,
homework. It is not as good asatext,drill, lecture, tutors, or class
discussion.

Uee and Lessons

PLATO was used one day a week as a repiaCement for classtime. Lessons
were used to replace Class instruction, forreview and practice, and to
supplement homework. Students were_also permitted to uee terminals with-
out reservation as they were available for review.- In the future, the
instructor would like to have a less rigid schedule. Sometimes the class
is not ready for the scheduled PLATO lesson at the hour scheduled for PLATO.

The course required Accounting Principlee, eleventh edition, by Nis -
wonger and Fess, a workbook, and some ditto sheets provided by the instruo-
tor. PLATO lessone were selected from the printed catalog: the instructor
previewed all lessons before they were assigned. Those topice which
required the student to participate and to produce anewere, for example
Journal Entries, suit PLATO best. The most satisfactory leseons were
Changes in Balance Sheet Equations and Classification and Normal Balances.
These lessons not only pleased the instructor, the students succeeded well
in them. Many IOSSODS fit the instructor's syllabus and those with game
approaches, especially Special Journals, make best use of PLATO's special
capabilities. The learning level of most lessons is satisfactory: none
are too easy and the leeson on income statements is too hard.

Media:lies and Administration

Although there was never a total failure of the system, some red-lighting
interrupted use as did a lack of sufficient terminals. The instructor had
no scheduling problems except for the fact that he would like more flexible
scheduling and more opportunity for students to drop in to use PLATO at
their convenience. Errol Magidson managed the roster and Tam Lenehen helped
with general problems with PLATO. The instructor has taken the users course
from Dr. Videbeck.

50
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Accountancy Instructor #6 -- continued

ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude surveys were given.

PLAT3's influenOe on the teaching profession can only be good. It may
not affect classroom work greatly but it can supplement it efficiently.

Introduction to Accounting - 1

5

n rkQin. ri in :flirt.ro. n ."ni, .n hrs
2 4 .6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage dist r ibut ion
Totals: 35 students, 298 hours. Average: 8.5
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ID NUMBER Accountincy Instructor #7.

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

IntrodUCtion to Accounting.- 1

37/22

during diatom

review and practice, supplement homework

self

self

course catalog, U of I staff

Yes .

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate

sufficient

high

25%

1 1/2

yes

college PLO° staff

Spring 75, Jordan, intro

2

0

none,

Spring 74 - Fall 75

self, credit course, site coordinators,
U of I staff, fellow instructors

9 1/2

O 1/2

yes

52
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ID miNpEl Accountancy Instructor- #7

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Introduction to hafpunting - 2

*Enrollment 36/27

: Schedule durig class

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course catalog, U of I staff

Lesson Preview yes

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

S Lessons Previewed(approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

appropriate

sufficient

high
4.

50%*

'0

Wo$.tld You Use Your Own Time yes
-toiImTve PLATO Instruction

'INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLAID staff

0of I Extension Course' Spring 75, .70dan, intro

PLATO Lessons Designed 2

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 74 - Fall 75'

'Source of PLATO Training -self, credit course, site coordinators,
U of A staff, fellow instructors

Years Teaching -9 1/2

Years et this College 841/2

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end :

53
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor #7

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

TLATO Use_

Roster

Curriculum

Unison Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

Cost Accounting

37/J2,

during class

review and practice, supplement. homework

self

self

course catalog, U of I staff

yes

no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Leesons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 0%

Sessions Affected by Failure 0

Would You Use Ydur Own Time yes
to Immove PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact .

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Deiigned

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

college PLATO staff

Spring 75, aordan, intro

2

0

none

Spring 74 - Fall 75'

self, credit course, eiti coordinators,
U ofI staff, fellow instructors

Years T eaching 9 1/2'

Years at this College / 8.1/2

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIENfletiMMARY -- Accountancy Instructor *7

General

- .pLATO's effectiveness seems to depejd on the abilities of the using
group.- Por.good students, it has a positive influence; for' poor students,
it is of very little use unless the itudente\themselves are quite deter-4
mined. Itsdoed, however, provide an alterdate\opproachs. Some students
are, unfortunately, against machines in generale'vTLAIO is too impersonhl
for them. A cross section of. students, however, likepLATO. PtATO provides
an:alternate media which can-reinforce.effectively: It students are inter-
ested in the material, PLATO will produce a better miderstanding. Some
studentb, however,"are afraid 0n2AND and some are too indifferent to use
it. .Some _such difficulties may result from frustration 114th programming and
mechanical ilifficulties.Of the sysitera. ,.

PLATO is better than: prpgramaieettearning and laboratory, although it
is not as batisfactory as homework aWit is diffiCult"to compare with

/
other media or other forms of instrulion.

.O.

t.**.Use and Lessons- i '

PLATO was used during-classtime for.-review.andi.practie end to supple-
'pent homework. In the futurei the instrUctor would`. like at ents to be
hble to use PLATO on a casual basis but-difficultiee in sch uling mar
preclude this.

..' The instructor's courses in Business 101 and 102 'used Ni
Pees' Accounting Principles and practice sets atonable for, t.h
Appropriate PLATO lessons were selected to supplement chapters
covere in class and wereassigned to be used'concurrently with
class terials;

To
and post
recordi
ratios a
102. Th
terminol
seemed to
102 lessor:

nger and
text..

f the .text

the relevant

s covered in the early part of the course, especially proced
est suit PLATO.. Most lessons seemed adequate-4; Lessons on

prone
d analys
learning le
y in some less was too difficult. Pinoll*, many 101 lessons
be"no more than tkonsposition of the text\onto PLA ; it is the
s that more allay explOitPLATO's unique-attract sticst

future, new material Shouldebe deve
ocm teacher, NAW lessons taxes

lee ons should be Written to p

es 6* fit the syllabus for 101;
working capitol, and inventor);

1 of most lessons was satisfac

essons on.orpOraitionS,
uinover beet su$ted.
ory, although some,

Sn th
of t*clas

Nech, Aca inistration .

oped pn,the recommendations
hould be prepared and both

vide alternate answers.

class sessions were lost to mechanical- failure, And at times
students had, to dOuble up on terminals because of the clasd size. Scheduling.
bas been-a
the.library

\ terminals to
\ use. PLATO..

=

al ptoblsm for the class that meets at 8240 in the evening since
loseS at 9:0'0 p.m. The instructor has also had to police the
get 4udents from previous classes off so that his students can'.

55
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. Accountancy Instructor, #7, -7.t.

/
The instructor. managed'

Al Seers ftnd Jacklgem:esono
*.provi/sd/help" in using ,P

ntinued y.

4

the Lass roster himself -with the assistance of I

game on, Neerst and Richard Neapolitan also
.

EIS tests were giv to .both PLATO sections and to the control sections. .,

. .

.4. PLATO both fort - -,and motivates the instructor to do a better classroom
Y job It. permits to. get, &loser to his, students and get to. know them.
be ter.: ,Noreover, t may have aftected his career by expanding his vision

4 permitting to growas i ieaCher,..

5'

n

o

LILd

2' 4 6 10 142 44 16 18 20

Usage i on
Totals:. 38 ,t,uldents,,.;316 hours.

1.

2., Introduction

4

0 2

to AcCo4nting - 2

n .11,n.
4 6

Ave rag: t 8.3.:

1 1 '

n
' 1 ' 1 .1 hrs

8^ 19 12 14 16' 18 2
Usige distribution
Totals: 40 studenti, 77 hours. Overage: 1.9

56
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' Accountanqy Instruct #7 -- continued

Cost Adpounting

hrs:'
6 i8 12 14 16 18. 213

Usage distribu
Totals: 31 stud = ilits,'56 hours. Average:. '1.8

4

4.
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ID NUMBER Accountancy Instructor #8

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

s,t

Accounting Curricklum, including;
Introduction to Adcounting - 1, Learning
Lab (credit), Learning Lab (non-credit)

120/120 (all data aggregated).

outside'of class, terminals not reserved

review and practice, supplement homework

self

self

course catalog

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

'Quantity Of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high'

% lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure no class use

Would You Use YoNr Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

no

INS1TRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact c011egePLATO staff

U of I Extension Course pOne
0 \

PLATO Lessons Designed 0 \

PLATO Lessons Programmed
,

-..,

Release Time none . .

Prior PLATO Use Fall 78,

Source of PLATO Training q self, fellow instructor

, Years Teaching 10

Years at this College 1 1/2

'Tenure

*Term beginning /end

no
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Accountancy Instructor #8

General

41,
PLATO is an excellent Supplement to coursework for poor students

but it is of questionable value for good students. It is not an adeqUate
Substitute for classroom work. FOr all students generally it is at least
equal to other teaching aids and clearly superior to some tutors. Good .

visual presentation and quick response make it the best visual aid instruc-
tion available. However, some topics Ure'not covered and dthers covered
poorly.- Moreover, some lessons present material differently than the
instructor would.' These considerations, together with the mechanical

.unreliability of the system, preclude its use as a classtime replacement
in the near future. ..Moreover, good typing skills are required, and some
students tend to hit the wrong execute key.

Use and Lessons

The system was used as a voluntary supplement to classroom wotk.'
Although students in difficulty were instructed, to use PLATO amlyere
strongly advised to comply, no classroom time was set apart for use.
Students could use PLATO at their convenience, and an open block of time
was scheduled for all accounting students who wished to use PLATO terminals.
Ni, evident problems with this arrangement were encountered. Niswonger and
Fess' Accounting Principles, eleventh edition, and the accompanying practice
sets 2 and 3 were the primary teaching materials. Study guides were also
used by students in Learning Lab.

PLATO lessons which paralleled the textbook lessons were chosen from
the descriptions provided in the PLATO lesson catalog. PLATO materials
chosen varied in quality. The instructor liked st the lessons on Classi-
fication of Accounts, Classification and Normal Ba ances, Inventories, and
Notes and Interest. The instructor did not like th resentation of lesson
on Changes in Balance Sheet Equations, apddid not us :either the lessons
on Income Statements or General Ledger because they we e too difficult.
Students appeared to like least the leison on Bank Reconciliation.

Mechanics and Administration

The instructor and another accounting instructor jointly managed rosters
for all 'students who wished to use PLATO. Additionally; she managed her own
curriculum. . Terminal malfunctions and system downt!-- posed no problems
except for one, hang -up in an instructor' file.

..... , t-Tinstructor is interested in designing, but nR , a
lesson o yrolls. She has had no contact with ETS diring the semester..

Recommend!itions .

Lessons could be improved by reviSing them to make ques ions explicit
and by revising programme to accept alternate correct answers. Special em-
phasis should be placed on distinguishing the letter 1 from the number 1.
The accounting resources could be enriched by the'addition of lessons on
payroll and deferrals and accruals. All faculty should be encouraged to use
PLATO as a suppleMentary aid.

5 9..
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Accountancy Instructor #8 -- .continuer)

Accounting CurricUlum

z

II 6

-71

III In' nt nin 1.r/ Lni hrs
0 2 4 6 8 10, 12 14 16 18 20

-Usage djstr i but ion Introduction to Accounting - 1

Totals: 56 students, 277 hours. Average: 4.9

5

n 1 n

4

1n,
1 1 ini 1n. I

1 ani hrs
6 8 10 12. 14 16 18 -20

Usage distribution Learning Lab (credit)

Totals: 11, students, 61 hours. Average: 5.5

I Ell 11 I 11 1 in gni ni int I hrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distr. itx.et i on Learning Lab (noncredit)

Totals: 19 studt,nts, 95 hours. Average: 5.0
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ID NUMBER Accountancy .Instructor #9

COURSE INFORMkTION

Name Accounting Curriculum, including:
Learning Lab (credit), Learning Lab
(non- credit), Introduction to Accounting - 2

. .

*Enrollment 110/ (all data aggregated)

Schedule l outside of class, terminals reserved;
outside of class, terminal's not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homewOrk,
replace homework, replace class tnstructima
(Learning Lab only)

Roster sear

CUrriculum (Intro

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview 80M0

N

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity 0Z Lessons

Quality of Lessons

%'Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions .Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course 14ne

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

0

\

appropriate

less than sufficient

high

50%

no class -uSe

no

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 74 - Pala 75

Source of PLATO Training self, site coordinator, U of.

Years Teaching 10

Years at this College. 6

Tenure Yee.
4

IV

*Terra beginning/end

61

staff
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Accountancy Instructor #9

General

PLATO is a tool of variable effectiveness for differin
different classes. For some it is excellent: others it an
and for that reason it is a fine supplementary aid to cl
but one whose use should be optional. PLATO can provi
and answer individual questions a teacher has little
It teaches and corrects without intimidating or
It is especially valuable in Learning Lab.

4

" studehts in

gonizes,
sroom instruction,

individual drill
r no time for.

missing the student.

PLATO's chief disadvantages are its acca= ^anal mechanical unreliability
and its lack of human "warmth." Students ob ect to losing credit for a
completed lesson when the system fails.

Although PLATO is a valuable aid, t cannot in itself replace
instructors or text books. It is about equal to a tutor but much less
expensive than a staff of competent tutors. It can supplement, but not
replace, workbooks.

Use

PLATO was used as a supplement to classroom work in Accounting 101,
102, 203, and LearningLab. Each student was assigned a sequence of lessor

thatsuited his course and needs. In Learning Lab students were given 0 dit
for completing a sequence'of lessons. In the-other courses, students c' La
earn up to 100-points by oompleting a sequence of lessons. The poin
could then be used to replace a low test grade. By this use, poore
students were helped while more able ones were not penalized.

Five standard sequences were prepared which satisfied the eeds of
approximately 50% of the students. Individual sequences wer- prepared for
the remaindet. The standard sequences were 1) 090, Bookkee ng, 2) 101,
first semester, 3) 102, second semester, AO 20) - 203, In rmediate and
Cost Accounting, and 5) Special, a sequence made necess by the change
from trimesters to semesters. The "special" sequence ovided make-up
work for students who had taken Accounting 101 under = trimester system
and who had not had'about 1/3 of the material inclu in the new 101
syllabus. They were responsible for learning the e-up material on their
own time. The instructor checks once a week on etch student's progress
through his sequence of lessons.,

In the future, PLATO should be used as i integral part of at least
two 101 classes and two 102 classes, but st ents should be permitted to
select the. PLATO sections. PLATO should b made available to any instructor
or student who would like to use it on an ptional basis, but intransigence
on the part-of the faculty will probably prevent its universal use or its
use to capacity.
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c'untancy Instructor #9 -- continued

Lessons

The instructor used Niswonger andFess'Aacounting Principles in 101
and 102, which were'supplemented by practice set 2 in.101 and practice
set 3 in 102. Early materials, e.g., debits and credits, journal entries,
and T-accounts are best suited to PLATO. Most PLATO lessons were satis-
factory, with the exception of Accrual Accounts which works in 102 but
not in 101: Special Journals which is not elaborate enoughi and Compound
Interest which is too mechanical and does not sufficientlytemphasize
present values and discounted cash flows. A lesson on payr\olls would be
welcome. The learning level of the lessons seems satisfactOry.

The lessons which best fit the topics in 102 were Accrual Concepts,
Accounting for Stockholders' Equity, Long Term Liabilities, Straight Line
and Effective Rates, Long Term investments, Temporary investments, Cost
vs. Equity, Introduction to Cost Accounting, Process Costing, Job-Order
Costing, Cost Classification, Standard Costing /, Standard Costing II,
Operational and Production Budgeting, Planning and Control, Break-Even
Analysis, Funds Flow, Fuhds Statement, Capital Budgeting, NonManufacturing
Cost, Cash Budgeting, and Compound interest.

Al

The 203 sequence included some of the-.same lessons as 102: Accrual
Concepts, introduction to Cost Accounting, Process. Costing, Job-Order
Costing, Cost ClassifiCation, Standard Costing I, Standard Costing Xi,.
Pperational and Production Budgeting, Planning and Control, Break-Even
Analysis, incremental Analysis, Capital._ Budgeting, Non-Manufacturing
Costa, and Compound interest.

in the future, lessOns should be developed by the joint efforts of
user-faculty and programming author.

Mechanics and Administration

Some mechanical but no scheduling problems occurred. The instructor
was helped by Judy Sherwood and especially by Dorothy Pondy.

The instructor's offer to add other instructors' students to his own
roster was met with a response of 20 names frau: one instructor.

PLATO has affected the instructor's role as a teacher by channeling
,his interests into instructional methods other than the traditional class-
room:, As a consequence, he how spends approximately 40% of his time in k

the Learning Lab, where he has virtually assumed responsibility for the
use of PLATO in accounting there.
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Accountancy Instructor #9 -- continued

Accounting Curriculum

I

5

,n in. I inI
2 -4 6 8 10 12- 14 16

Usage di str i but ion Learning Lab (non-credit)

Tots 15 : 31 students 162 hours. Average: 5.2

18
= I hrs

20

-,

5

:n._nin. ,n.n,n.. ni an{ inn1 hrs

e

,n.ninin,n.n,niii,n .11,n. inan,ni nl hrs
2 4 6 8 .10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage di str i but i on Introduction to Accounting 2

Totals: 43 students, '278 hours. Average: 6 . 5

a 2 4 6 8 10 12 1,4 16 18 20

Usage di st r i but ion Learning Lab (credit)

Totals: 21 students, 192 hours. Average: 9 . 1
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SUBJECT COORDINATOR'S SUMMARY -- BIOLOGY

Introduction

The first staff member was hired to coordinate courseware development.:
for the*Community College, Project biology program in August 1974 just prior
to the start of the field test. The biology coordinator maintained all the
curriculum - related- activities until January -1975, when two part-time pro-
grammars were added. When it was learned that the first coordinator would
peunable to remain with the project, a eplacement was hired in May 1975,
pkoviding a three-month overlap of- positions in order to insure continuity'
pf management..- The biology staff now consists of two full-timemembers,
a coordinator' and a. programmer:"

.

.

The curriculum was compiled from thebiology lessons which had been
written by University of- Illinois and City Colleges of Chicago faculty for
use at thb seven al campuses in Chicago and it urbapi-Champaign. During the
first year of the field test, 1974-75, faculty were.trained.in the use.Of

414PLATO.- Curriculum revision also was 47. .

'

Despite limited etaffihg, tile biology group has fulfilled two major,
objectivess (1) establishing-alieable group of .instructor-users in the
City Colleges of Chicago (Kennedy -King College, Malcolm X College, and,
Wright College) committed to the Use of PLATO in their courses and (2-
beginning a regular program of revision and development of PLATO courseware
by the colleges themselves.

1mplementation
.

Participation in the field test can be correlated with a U of I extension
course, "Introduction to'PLATO." During the three academic semesters immedi-
ately preceding the field test, Fall 1972 - Spring 1973, six biology instruc-
tors at Kennedy -King and one from Wright enrolled in the course to learn
TUTOR, the programming language of PLATO. Upon completion of the course,
these instructors were given release time by the colleges to'write biology
lesson terials. When the field test commenced in 1974, five .of the seven
began ,g PLATO regularly in their courses. One teacher of the seven didinot beg using PLATO until Fall 1975. Two additional instructors at Kennedy -
King and one at Malcolm X also joined the program. These eight instructors
provided centers of interest at the three city colleges: Their presence,
enthusiasm, and personal commitnent stimulated interest among their colleagues.

.. During the first year of the field blot four more instructors, three from S,
Kennedy -King and one from Wright, took the introductory course. Of these,
one was a current user, two began using PLATO in Spring 1975, and the fourth
in Fall 1975. In Spring 1975 eleven more users who had not taken the intro-
ductory course decided to join the project.' This resulted from U of I staff
efforts, the interest generated by the presence of PLATO terminals at the 1

sites, and the enthusiasm of fellow teachers who'were using PLATO. The
biology coordinator introduced these newest instructors to PLATO's instructor
mode, including the on-line Management of class rosters and curriculum, and
the.available biology lessons. The coordinator recommended lessons which
corresponded to the course curriculum fequirliments end provided them with
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hard-copy catalogs of biology lessons. The coordinator also gave advice
concerning the implementation of PLATO lessons, including the importance
of previewing lessons prior to their assignment to students.

At the beginning of the second semester of the field test, twenty-two
instructors, eleven of whom had had formal training in PLATO, had partici-
pated in the program. Of the twenty-two users, only four did not continue
to use PLATO in their courses in Pall 1975., All four were first-time users
and none had taken theFLAtO extension course. In that same term, however,
three new faculty, including two former members of the PLATO extension courses,
began,to use PLATO. These twenty-one teachers taught thirty-six PLATO-
assisted courses to 1,072 students for a total of 5,560 hours of biology
instruction on PLATO. Ali instructors have expressed a desire to continue
to use PLATO.

Throughout these three semesters, the Community College Project` biology
staff has assisted users via electronic, communications and by staff visits.
These responsibilities have diminished as the college faculty become more
independent of CERL in. preparation for the conclusion of the project.

Courseware

At present the biology curriculum includes eighty -two lessons grouped
in fourteen topics. Some of the biology courseware was developed by the
city-dbllege faculty; in fact, the opportunity to use their own lessons
not only provokekitimitial interest among city college faculty, but also
has helped'to retain continang,enthusiaam. Other lessons available to
the city colleges were developed broths UniversiOf of Illinois faculty
and-staff at both the Urbana-Champaign afidthe:,ehicago Circle campuses for
use at those schoOls. All the introductory baoiogi4lessons,have been
entered in an on-line Index and in a hard-96y catalog. Both'intdixes.are

reviled as new lessons become available.* The hard-copy catalog =penal Cite
information in the on; line index. Eric> entry includes (1) a statement of
168291 objectives, (2) an outline ofyChntents, including branching activities,

- and (3) a statement of assumed enteence pehavier. Because there was little
time for organized curriculum developmeAt'and evaluation of biology materials
before the field test began, the lessons represented a variety of quality
and degree of completeness.VAlthough thd opportunity for instructors to
writ, and implement their own lessons was a great source of enthusiasm and
interest among faculty, the lessons sometimes lacked the sophistication of
design and programming that is necessarY,to make them easy for students to
use. Moreover, lesion designed for one student'Poptlation did not always
work well for a different audience. .b

\ As a partial remedy, curriculum review was begun during the field test,
with the active participation of the city college instructors. Their role

development of curriculum intensified the commitment of pattici- ),

pat faculty. Several instructors received releas name for the spring
and er ofT9l5T--Meatingl_were.held 75 to draw up the lesson

de opment procedures. At this -time s were submitted for new lessons
ad eased specifically to the of the city college curriculum and
au e 0. In the follow ummer the lessont were programmed. Fall.1975
sessions\ were devote ely'toa review of existing material. Project
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'

activities for spring 1976 inolUde development of lessons for topics.
currently without lesson coverage, e.g.,' endocr e, cut story, and
nervous systeme. Three biology faculty have been van release time in
Spring 1976 to pursue this, work. Curricular reiriremeeti s will continue
to 'be held.f* .1d

I

UndM'rstandably, not all of the eighty-twbl, TO bio; lessons
levailakle (Wing Fall 197S'were pertinent; t6 ry course sixpence.: PLOD.
/ biology offering's encompass all of the 100-111 el bioloOicourseg at

'thecity colleges, including a two sgme,fr in uctory se without labora-
tory (101 .., 102), a two semester course w laborato .(114 - 112), and a
two semester anatomy and physio cour with 1poratOry (126 - 127).
Approximately-thirty-three 1 'tie per in to the-101 or 111 curriculum,
including Cellular Structure arm-Pun ion, Basic Ctomistry, Photosynthesis,
Respiration, andlody Systeks. :Thi .3P-fiVe,peetat.n to 102 or 112,. including
Reproduction, Development, OenetiCsVSvolution, and Ecology. Sixteen
lessons, ,chiefly from thoie foi.101 dr t11 relate to the 126 - 127 sequence.

,Properatio of microfiche to';acdowany fix lessons was undertaken during .

Pall 197 ffor use during Spring 1976.

il Use

Mast instructors have chosen to use the lessons
e

as review and preotice*

.
, . ..,

. ..

Glixerciseit'odly rarely are lessons sed to replace classroom instruction, ...
although recently some experimenta on with different modesof use hes begup
AtHO tiMe hasCP.RI prescribed how the system should be used. Instructors
have had utmost freedom to employ mode of use with which they feel: oomt

.
.fortable ani.Ohich-is effectiv r classes. This freedom from constraint
upon use his contributed to the ceptanFe of PLATO in-the biology,curriculup. w,

even though it is used for review, most instructors prefer to use,PLATO
during.classtime. 'Vacuity-have been reluctant to- use PLATO outside of class
'because of the non-resident character of the schools, and because many
ihudentk have other activities away from e college Campus. Ths inability
tonse'PLATO Outside of class especially hampers 101 and 102 instructors

-. whose claises only meet three hours pe week, in contrastto six hours per
'walk #si 111' and.112. The 101 and 102 instructors require lesson material
tray ;eel can coPpetently replace a lecture, or must rely on the outside Use
that is not likely to be forthcoming; Requiring students to use PLATO .

outside of classtims is difficult bercaus4 terminals may only ha available
in a time block thet would not accodmodate individual schedules. The only
time an instructor can be assured of having-both students and terminals
concurrently available is duringciafstime. finally, paTOse.potentiet
could be exploited in'these non - laboratory courses ith laboratory simmlationi
if time for use,'were available. Such considerations s this naturally
affect how PLNTO is mewl.

4
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NUMBER Biology I

'

COURSE INFORMATION

Na09

*prollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Quiriculum

tructor #1

4

,General Biology - 1 (2 sections)

. 7)/75 poth sections)

occasional use in clan's; outside of
class, terminals not reserved

review and practi6e, supplement homework,
extra credit

siie coordinator

site coordinator

course catalog

/
Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS
A.

4

COURSE EVALUATION^

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use,Your Own Time
.1to- Improve PLATO instruotioA-

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION
AN

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed-

. PLATO Lessons Programmed

ReXease Time

irPriO'r PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training 4

Years Teadying

Years'at this College ,

Tenure /

*Term beginning/end

.1

A

P.

yes

appropriate to difficult

sufficient

average to high

100%

nth' (insuffiCient time)

\

1

fell w instructor

Spring 75, Jordan, intro (audit

0

0 ,

none,
4

\ Spring 75, Fall 75

self,' site coordinator, U Of I staff,
,fellcit instructor

Is 0 4

10

Yes

69
11.
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ID .NUMBER -Biology Instructor #1

e

COURSE INFORMATION.

tame
*Enroll.nerit,

Schedule
*).

PLATO Use, .

Roster
It

;Curriculum ,-

ZssOn Source

sson Preview

SETS .

. .
,-

45

Cenral 1,11

25/27
. *

occasional use in class, outside pf
class, terminaXs..not re rvedr

.

review and practite, sup4ament homework,
.-

extra credit A

site coordinator

site coordinator

course'ditalog

.yes

no

(17

COI RSE:EVALUATIQ
1

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient .

Quality of LessOns average to high.

% Lessons Previewed 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

Q

no (insufficient time)

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO'Contalt fellow instructor

U of I Extension Course- Spring 75, Jordan,, intro (audit)

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none ,

Prior1REATOLOse . Spring 75, Fall 75

Source of PLATO Train'ng self, site coordinator, U of I staff

.\
fellow instructor

Veers Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

70

20

20

yes
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Biology Instructor #1

s.7

While PLATO.does not seem to make much difference among poorer \

students,, better students use it at it_AeOrts to have some influence \

Upon their work. Ingeneral, PLATO is-bothliked and disliked across
the range of gbilities in the class: If there is one group whose attitude
is better, it is the able. PLAT'S permits a student to work at his own
pace and provides effective repetition and drill. However, mechanical
failure of the system may result in a great dealof time lost.

PLATO is worse than audio-visual aids, a text, lecture, discussion, and
laboratory. It is better than other available media or forms of instruction.

Use anCiessons
O

While PLATO itas occasionally used during classtime, its greatest
use came outside of class where students could use itat their own con-
venience to'accumulete extra credit points by reviewing and practicing
classroom Material and supplementing homework: PLATO was used in both
the instructor's courses in Biology 101 and Biology 112. The texts for the
courses were Life Sciences by 'rotors and Becker and Biology Today for 101
apd 112, respectively.; PLATO lessOns were chosen from the printed catalog
uhd reviewed prior to being assigned.

Tppics which provide good drill best suit PLATO, although there is
not enough material available for the 101 syllabus. The lesson on genetics
was identified as particularly well done, although the instructor felt that
some lessons we needlessly long and off the point. Moreover, the learn-
ing level of some lessons was too intricate for 101 students. No lessons
were identified which particular y used the characteristics of PLATO well.

In the future, teachers o Biology 101-and 112 should design the
lessons to fit the course. As already noted, 101 material id' jacking and
should be developed. What i currently available is much more appropriate
to a..physiology class.

4

Mechanics and Administration

One total failnre of the system occurred but the class session%,was
salvaged,lesstime/loht in.transit. scheduling problems arose:-

Al Meers entered the class rosters Meers'and Richard Neapolitan
providedhelp in the use of PLATO.

ETS tests were not given.

PLATO will never replace an.instructor since students miss human
interaction. PLATO has not so far affected the instructoes classroom
work since the instructor hesitates to use it for her classes a group.
PLATO has not been tilled by this in testing and may or may not
havehada significant impact on the instructor's career.
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Biology Instructor #1 -- continued

General Biology -

e
45

4. :

to

5

5

:n
0

V47,

111,11111.[1111,111n,

2 4 6 8. 10

f

I 4, L- 4 hrs
12 14 16 18 0.

Usage distribution
. Totals: 39,students, 130 hours. Averaie: 1.3

n.
1

4

9

1
1,n, ina I 1 hrs

8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage. distribution'
Totals: 37 students, 134 hours. 'Average: 3.6

General Biology - 2 (lab)

0

t
45

5

nn

.ni .n1n.H1.n!ri,11 t_fl ,nipi 1n.

I
1n, hrs

14 16 18 202 4 6 8 10 12

Usag'e distribution
Totals: 26 students,. 201 hours. Average: 7.7.
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor tg

COURSE INFORMATION

`4. Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

48

General Biology -

/49

no response

supplement class

self

self

course catalog

yes

no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons- sufficient

Quality of Lessons average'

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

Sessiong Affected by Failure 1

WoUld You Use Your Own Time yes

to IMProve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of / Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source ofPLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

1 (2 sections)

college PLATO staff,.. fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Spring 75, Fall 75

site coordinator, assistant site coordinator

3

1/2

no.

73
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\

mmainew SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #2

No interview conducted.

General Bio16gy -

c

5"

r.

1n1 . \kn. 1, hrs
4 6 8 16 12\ 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
/

Totals: 29 students, 110 hours. A/ Verage: 3.8

n. 111.11111. Ininin.ni triln', I

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
I I I ! hrs

16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals:-25 students, 162 hours. Average: 4.1
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ID NUMBER . Biology Instructor #3

COURSE INFORMATION

Name General Biology - 1 (2 sections)

*Enrollment /41

Schedule during classtime

PLATO Use review and practice

Roster site coordinator

Curriculum; site coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

no

Level of Lessons ,appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficiSnt

Quality of Lessons high'

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure fewer than half

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lesions Designed.

PLATO Lessons Programmed

-Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching.

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

no

fellow ins actor

none

0

non

Spring 75; Fall 75

site coordinator

19

9

yes

75

.0



ID NUMBER 8 ology Instructor.3'

COURSE INFO NATION

Name

*Enroll

SchedUie

PLATO`Use

`Rosier

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

51

General Biology- 1

/24

during classtime

review and practice

site coordinator

site coordinator

course catalog

'yes

no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons easy

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed Iapprox.) 504

Sessions:Affected by Failure fewer than half

Would You Use Your Own Time no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release .Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of P Training

Years T thing

Years at this College

Truro

*Term beginning/end

76

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Spring 75, Fall 75

site coordinator

19

9

yes

*
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INTERVIBW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #

General

'Although there is not much response from students on which to base
information, better students use PLATO more and like it better. Poorer
students have fallen-behind on PLATO and attendance is either the same or
reflects aslight declin on days when PLATO is'used later in the semester.
PLATO is best to reinforce and amplify what is covered in class. The
student can test himself on his own knowledge.

Of all the available alternate media, PLATO is-in erior only to class
discussion. It ranks equally with a text and is better,than the_ retaining
choices for alternate instructir,

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used in both Biology 101 and 111to replace classtime for
review and practice. In the future, PLATO may be used to introduce-new
material and to replace some class coverage. It should still be weed as
an adjunct and not as a full plaoemeetv

Both classes usedlCimb l's Biology, although 111 students also used
lab exercises published by eeman. PLATO lessons were chosen frost the
catalog to fit the course syllabus.

PLATO best fit the pica requ ring animation and the instructor
identified the-bardiac nd breathin lessons as best because they used
animation effectively; did the le sons on DNA and protein synthesis.
Most lessons fit the stitiOtoris syl abus and most reflected an appro-

0
epriate learning leve Only the sego d exerotm On respiration was too

difficult because it began on too diff cult a level and only the intro-
ductory exercised w re too easy becaus they lacked depth fft 111 students.
Unclear instructio s in some lessons caused them to be more difficult than
they needed to ha e been.

in the fut e, authors should strive fox. greater variety of lessons on
all topics. A pecifically useful lessons idight be one that showed the
breakdown of c plex organic molecules in hydrolysis. Additionally,
lesson progp s need to be debugged and some lessons are too simple And
could be JO 'owed by the addition of more and more difficult concepts. '

Mechanics Administration
,4

Term nal overload and maintenance caused the only mechanical prob ems,
.and then were no Serious problems in scheduling. Jack Jameson enter the

course oster and provided general astistance in the use of PLATO.' '

S Oita were not given but the instructor would like t be able to
Use em in the future. /

PLATO would,de -personalize instruction if it were w lly substituted
for teachers ,w provide an interaction with students which a machine can
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Biology Instructor #3 -- continued

not. PLhT0 has not affected his teaching much. He has edited his lecture
materials so as not to duplicate the materials on PLATO. In general,
PLATO' has introduced him to a new approach that can implement teaching
and he is willing to become more involved with the use of PLATO and see it
take over a more substantial part of his course.

General Biology - 1

iS
3

3

*

5 .1

0 2 14 b 8 1(0 12 14 16 18 20

Usage iclistribution

Totals: 36 students, 198 hours. Average: 5.5

.
I hrs

2 4 6 8 10 12' 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 27 students, 230 hours. Average.: B.

11. if Ill ill 1.1 inihrs
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Biology Instructor #3 -- continued

General Biology - t tlabi

4

4

54

fl 4 ;ft 4[1 111. n,ninin, ani a 4 hrs
2 4 6 8 113 12 14 16_ 18

Usage distributic4
Totals: 33 students, 241 hours. Average: 7.3

4
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1
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #4

CCJRSE INFORMATION

Number

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO

Roster

Curriculum

Lesso/Source

Lesson Preview

55

General Biology - 1

35/

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice

self

self

course catalog, fellow instructor

no response

ETS no-

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

ssions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Impnove PLATO Insttrtion

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of /-Extension Course Spring 73, Videbeck, authOre

PLATO-Lessons Designed 3

PLATO Lessons Programmed 3

Release Time

Priork4kATO Use

Source of .PLATO Training

Years Teaching .

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginni Vend .

Summer 73, Spring 75

Spring 74-Fall 75

self, credit course, U of I st ff

10 1/2

3 1/2

yes

80

a

,



\
56

INTERVIEW SUMKARY\-- Biology Instructor #4

General

Statistically, PLATO has little or no effect on students who use it
for the first time. Perhaps olier4 longer period than one'semester it
would be possible to discern some differences. Although students Apth a
scientific bickground did better in leCtures,'TLATO seemed to level the
differences between -those with prior experience and those with little or
no scientific training. Students seemed to like PLAT0,forat.tendansa is
better on days when PLATO is used than on days when it is not, and there .
is a smaller rate of attrition in classes. that use PLATO. Although varying
attitudes were found throughout the full range of abilitieg, students with
high grade expectations did well;

PLATO is one way to truly individualize instruction. It forces the
students to. read the material. Moreover;' it provides the instructor with
lessongi and Materials from outside his own school. Unfortunately, it is
frequently difficult to get'sufficient release time for the instructor to
be well reed in PLATO materials -and to use them effectively, and there -
may be at is time a poseibility of too much control by the University of
Illinois.

PLATO is better than a workbook, audio-visuals, homework, and prOgrammed
learning and at least equal to other available media.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used in Biology 101 in class and outside of class on a
non-scheduled basis for review and practice.

The text for the course was Biology Today whieh.was supplemented with
handouts and audio-visuals. PLATO lessons were selected from course
catalog and upon the recommendation of fellow instructors. TOpi s best
for PLATO are those which have well defined parts and structure and which
require visual display. Simple cheelistrY lessons for biology students are
an example. The instructor has written several lessons which he uses,
largely on simple chemistry. The lessons the instructor has designed are
written so that the student can read and interact with PLATO,andadapt the
materials as an introduction to biology. Some ten lessons, largely on
the'cell, osmosis, and photosynthesis, fit the syllabus for the lli course
particularly well although no lessons were identified as uniquely appro-
priate for 101. Most of the available lessons fit the learning level of
his classes and most beginning lessons use NATO's special capabilities
fairly well. Driver lessons, because they are non-unique, are less satis-
factory in exploiting PLATO'S special properties.

In the future, lessons should be designed with the 2hicago community
college system in mind and should be planned so that i siquence of lessons
can progress from simple memory lessons to more complex experimentation.
Lessons should be developed in the skeletal, urinary, muscular, and nervous
systems. Eipeciallysimportant, lessons should require more than mere reading
and provide encouragement.
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Biology Instructor #4 -- continued

yechanics and-Administration

..-- ,

.Recently, very few mechanical prohlfeas have occurred and no scheduling
problms.. The instraptor managed theAcurriculum and roster in the course
himself with general assistance in PLATO from JiM Kraati. The instructor
hes taken the extension course in PLATO use from Dr. Videbeck and has
written and programmed three PLATO lessons.

. "11

ETS. tests we re given, although thp instruct or the .relevancy

of some of the questions and thought As tests rathir conventional.
.

*
PLATO is another educational tool whose chief value is that it can

assume a good deal of routine /work and free the teacher for
students.

with
411poorer studts. PLATO is now just in its inception. The ins ctor is

enthusiastic about its possibilities and wants to keep wwith, its growth.
His only fear is that the teacher may be subordinate to the programmer in
development of materials and wants, if possible, to prevent that happening.

General Biology -

0
.)

+,
tO

*

5

2

11 infni
! ' ' I A I hrs

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 29 students. 48 hours. Average: 1.7
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X NUMBER Biology Instructor 41.5

INFORMATION

.`General Biolbgy - 1 (2.iections)
\ ..41.

.

ca.,80/35 (total both sections}

--Aring,classtime

review and practice, supp1.4ent homework

-*EnrolAte
It

.Schedule

pLAse4ser-----

RC'S-ter

Curriculum ;-

Lesson Source

Lesson PrevieW

ETS

E EVALUATION '

Lave of Lessons

Quantity Lessons

Quality of Le ons

Lessons Previewed

self

self

catalogcatalog!.
.

\\\: yes.

pretests, post*Ots,,attitude surveys

11

diffi It

more tha sufficient

high

(approx. }' 100%

ssions Affected by Failure ,5 (total both sects

W uld You Oie Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U Of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lepsons.Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Y rs Teaching

Year at this College.
1

Tedures.,

.1
mlaegitining/end

0

college PLATO staff

none

f
0

Spring 74, Spring 75

Fall 74 - Fall 75 .

self, site coordinator, asst site rdinator

8:

Yes,
11

83°
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology /nstructor ,#5

General

PLATO seems to have; no effect on achi I\ vement although mangy students
seem uninterested in biology as well. This semester the instructor's class
seemed to lack all "A" and '"B" students. Attendance is down on PLATO days;
students deemin4-to feel that they can alwayd drop in on fhe terminals,at 4
some other 'time. -' While a few students like P TO better than other forms of
instruction,wmost others do not. Better studs to do seem to use it mdre.,
PLATO is chiefly valuable as an alternative means of study. It is, however,
tOo time consuming anl/PLATO can not substitute, for a lecture.

\, 4 ' 4

PLATO is bebter than a workbook, audiovisual"vaids\ drill, or programmed
learning. It -is not as, successful as lecture, tutors, cLass discussion,
lab, textbodil or homewt;rk.. -

1

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime\for revkew and p tide and to supple-
ment homework. Although no major changes in'use are toss le, in the
future the instructor would' like to be ab °AI 'to provide
extensive drill and practice anel eview and would like some self-contained
lessons to replace entirepOitions of the instruction,. not merely supple-
ment it. I.

The textbook for'the class was Biology: The Science of Life by Rahn.
Available PLATO lesdons were reviewed and selected to match the sylldbus.
The beat-topic currently available is-gene, s; the; -best lessons are Lee
Porch's lessons on meio s and.menstrual cy e and Arsenty and Manteuffel's
meiosis., Also-partic arly gbod are the 1 sons on'the digestivesystem,
DNA and protein syn esis. All the named essons are particularly good for
community college student's; they teach at e rightlevel and,their.explina-
fiord are Clear. The learning level of o er lessons, is less satisfactory.
"bimic7" and "bimic8" are too easy while 1 ssons on the neuron Structure an4'
lessons on evolution-are too involved for eneral biology. .14oreover,,
physiology lessons do not apply to a gener 1,biology syllabus.

.

In the future, the instructor would like to see, Chicago community
college teachers plan the new lessond. Both new and old lessons need more
attention to the community college audience. Care shoulde taken that new
lessons be designedto be competed in one half hour.1 New lessons.on the
endocrine, nervous,' and ere ',..systeins should be ,designed as4should a

lesson on cellStructure.

The instructor' ingled out the lessons.on DNA and protein synthesis
by-Tenczar and Baillie as using most appropriately PLATO'S special character-

e .

\
isticd. '

..

.4

--........

I4echanics and Ad4nistra4o
, -

T4toltal system failures.p. curred this semester but nei. Vier affected"
more an five minutes of the.sCh duled class and. conseivepOihere was no

84'
,0-



BiClogy Instructor #5 continued
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need for alternative activities., The instructor's class encountered no
scheduling problems.

The instructor managed his own roster and curriculum and received
help! frpm Mits Yamada andib'oan Sweeny.

ETS pretests and posttests were given; the posttest was used is the
final eiamination. The pretests, in this instructor's cpihion, are too
har&and not appropriate to his classes.

4 t
Some facUlty, according to this instructor, fear that PLATO may,,reduce

the teaching staff and he shares that judgement sOkewbat, in spite'Of the
fact t he is an enthusiastic booster of PLATO at his campus.' He considers
that LATO has made him a better teacher and is interested in developing
meter 1s and in testing the'effectiveness of PLATO. r .

...000enetal Biology - 1

.,(

QI
13

4- 0

.11

5

5

o.

t

hrs
6 8 10 12 14.- 16 '18 20

I.
Usage ,\O str i but ion

.Tot a 1 5i '32 sivdents , 141 hturs.
1.

Average: 4..4

2

Usage di st r i but ion

Totals: 24 students, 118 hours., Averai:

4 '6 10 12 14 16 181 20

4.9

hr5
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ID .NUMBER Biology Instructor #6

COURSE INFORMATION

Number

*EniolIment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

}Curriculum

\Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed

.S sibns Affected by Failure

ould You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

PLATO Contact
t

4 3 of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

14

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source Of PLATO Trainingli

0

Ye rs Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term begiiming/end

General Biology - 2

36/36 .

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

replace class instruction 1,3/4 lab,
review and practice, supplement homework

self

site coordinator,.s4f

course satalog

yes

pretests, posttests,.attibude surveys

appropriate
1

sufficient

high

75%

0

.yes

co ege PLATO staff

none

0

0

ndne

'

1'

I 4

Sping 75, Fall 75

self, site coordinator, asst site
coordinator, fellow instructdE7:

i

4

.61
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rNIERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology instructor #6

General:

.

Good studedts report that PLATO is worthwhile and that it helps unde=
Standing. The-same students will pursue PLATO lessons to the finish as
a consequence PLATO'may have its greatest effect on the achievement of
stiaents of greater ability% All students, though, like PLATO. PLATO, is

particularly good for review and for exam preparation. helps to clear
up areas in which students have individual' difticulties. One principal
diffiCulty withPLATO is the frustration produc by rigid answer judging.
A second is its retarding effect on class schedule.'

PLATO is worse than audio-vi Sual aids, lecture, tutors; or lab:
It is. equal to a text, class dilcussion, and class drill. It is much
better thana workbook and programmed learning.

, .

Use and Lessons

. PLATO was used during classtime'and outside of class with no reser-
vation of terminale,to replace classroom instruction, for review and
praCtice and to.sapplement homework., The instr for would like to increase
use of PLATO but time maymot be available.-

The class is using t e standard text byKimballand worksheets pro-
vided by the instructor. PLATO lessons chosen to fit the course syllabus
were selected on. the recommendation of colleagues and from the course
catalog.

Topics which require students to visualize abstract concepts beet
suit PLATO. Some of `the 'best available lessons are Mitosis by Porch,
Meiosis, Probability,` and Genetic Code.,, All seem to beextremely well
written and proceed in an easy step -by -step arrangement'. PLATOs special
characteristics were exemplified in the less-ono on genetic code, human
reproduction, mitosis, a d meiosis. The same lessons, in addition to the
lesson on DNA and, the gen tics lesson involving probability, best fit the
course syllabus. The le in, level of most lessons was appropriate.

In the future, special s in:the teaching field should design
lessons and should pay speci 1 attention to flexibifity and variety in
answer judging. .

Mechanics and Administration . ,

Mechanical problems were Concerned more with programing than with
\

....,- ,

. eq ipment failure.. Students c.,.lained about fthe aggravation of having

they left off. They also complained of too.limited answer judging capabili4
to eairePLATO to go to' class d hot being able to resume the lesson where

:No scheduling problems arose during the teim. .

, -.

.
..

The instructor managed'the course roster and received'help in PLATO
t .

use from Richard Neapolitan.. .

'

8

*I%



63

1

Biology Instructor #6 -- continued
.

ETS pretests were given but the instructor is not certainof the
-results.

PLATO is a `helpful aid which will not replace the instructor. It
seems to_imprev6 attitude toward class and may have made a bene 'cial

---66Etribution to the instructor's career.

General Biology - 2

0

7..

I.

2 4

.n ,n
8,

It 1
_ ' '1 hrs'

14 12 14 16 18 1 22

Usage distribution,
Totals: 38 students,,131

-.4

31w,

88

hours., Average: 3./

2

4



-ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #7

COUR$E.INFORMAT/ON.

Number

*EnrollMent

Scheduat

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Sou;,

-Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lesions

(

t Lessons PNeviewed (mprox.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time'
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMAT/ON

'First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use
.N

Source, Of PLATO aining

Years Teaching

Years at(th4s College

Tenure.

*Term beginning/end

64

General Biology - 2

25/

during class; out of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice

self

self

course catalog, tollege PLATO'staff

yes

no

no response

no response

no response

no rtponse

no responswz

no response

college PLATO Oaff,

SO king 73, Vidcbea, authors

3

Silmmer'73,

\
Spring 75

Spring 74 Fall 75

self, credit, courts,. U of I staff

10 1/2

3 1/2

Yes'

89

A

h.,

4
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- ''Biology Instructor #7

No interview conducted.

General Biology -

V
7,

5

oh .

.0

n inin. in,n1rt. In*,
I I ' ' I ' I hrs

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usaie distribution
Totals: 23 students, 66 hours. Piverage: 2.9

'90



ID NUMBER -Bioiogy Instructor #8

COURSE INFORMATION'

Number '

*Ehfolldent

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

lesson Preview

ETS

66

General Biology - 2 (2 sections)

ilp (2 sectior).

.during clausttOrdy out of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice, supplement homework,
replace homework

sell;

self

course catalog

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVAWATION

Level.of Lessons ropriate

Quantity of Lessons su ficient

Quality of Lessons average

% Lessons Previewed 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 1

Would You-Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

U of I staff

Spring 73, Vid eck, users; Spring 73,
Videbeck, autho

PLATO Lessons Designed 3

PLATO Lessons Programmed 1

'Release Time sdrAmer 74, Spring 7 Summer 75

Prior PLATO Use Spring 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit coursed, fellow instructor

Years Teaching 13

Years at this College 7

-Tenure

*Term beginning/end

yes

A,

,9
r

1 I,.
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #8

General

Better students like IhATO and use it for review and reinforcement
in preparing for a test. Attitude toward PLATO ii definitely conditioned
by age. ,Older 'students find it difficult to adjust to instruction .by
*PLATO', although many problems of attitude and achievement. should be related
to ability. % Its great value is as an extension of the classroom. It
seems at the moment to be oqmpromised by scheduling and.aoverload of
demand. At pretent, the facilities are not able to accomodate al/ the
classes and individuals who would like to be able to use it.

.
\

PLATO seems inadequate only to replace a lecture. It, is better than a
workbook, homework, drill, or tutors. It is difficult to compare lt to other
forms of instruction. It is a valuable extension of the classroom but
Should not be used as an exclusive source of instruction.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was uesd in two sections of Biolipy 102 in class for review
and practice. In the future, the instructor would like to see more time
available for students to use PLATO on their own outside of class.

..
. .

The text for the-course was Biology by Vi,llee. The instructor also
provided his students with hiaowneigfity-page course outline and used his

.6, 'own overhead projection audio-visual aids in the course. PLATO lessons were
:chosen from the course catalog to match the topics of the syllabus aid
were reviewed by the instructor before they were assigned. .

.

Lessons which require close interaction between the student and PLATO
are.bett, such as the lesson "heart." No lessons Were identified which
best fit the syllabi for the courses the instructor' is presently teaching
but he identified Reproduction, Cell Division, Genetics, Protein Synthesis,
Ecology, mid Evolution as all suitable for Biology 1026 The learning level
of most les s seemed appropriate but, in general,\leisong which demand

.

less prepar tion, time for which may not adily\aviailable and which may
sometimes be sacrificed, are too difficult. eover, some lessons,cover
too little in too much time and, in that sense may too easy. The lessonid;

which best exemplifies the proper use of PLA s cape ilities is Mitotic
cell Division.

..,
.

In the future, lessolis should be developec1 by a board of teachers and
programmers. Especially wante4 is the development of microfiche capability.
Lesioni on biomes and tropical rain forests would be helpful.

Mechanics and Administration

There were no total failures of the system and consequently no need.
for alternate activities. Scheduling did pose a fairly serious problem.
PLATO time was av ilable only every other week and matching the PLATO topic

i
to, course work wa sometimes difficult. Sometimes the instructor was
obliged to cover terial on an examination before students were exposed
to it on PLATO. '.

v,--

,
\ ,

92



Biology Instructor.#8

1

.
68

The instructor managed( pis own roster and curriculum and received some I

help from Mits Yamada. He has taken. the author /uset course givenbY
Dr. Vi ebeck.

4 -
Pretdsts and posttests, which the instructor helpd desi?n, were .

given. ¶trey provoked good student response.

PLATO is a valuable extension of th; classroom which idpally should
be.available to afore students as they require it. fie NouId, in the futures
likrto,be able to use PLATO lessons 'As part of a prcgrdm of maSteryllearaw
in which priorities and objectives are established. Oil the,whole, PLATO
has made his career more interesting%

General Biology - 2

4

111

1-

3

F)

hr5
2 4 6

r

10 12 s 14 16 16
/

20
.

Usage distribution

/

Totals: 27 students, 165
t

hours. Average: 6.1

p

6 6 .10 12 ,14 16

Usage distribution
Totals: 26 students '227 hours. Average: 6.4

.



ID NUMBER Biology Instructor $9

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

chedule

PLATO Use

Roster

f" Curriculum

Lesson Source-

Lesson Preview

ETS

14

69-

General Biology,- 2

/29

no response

replace class, review afid practice,
su4leMent hothework

di* serf; college PLATO staff

self, college PLATO staff

-Cours catalog

I

COURSE EVALUATION

.Level of.LesseX4B/

Quanti of Lessons

Quality Of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

'Would You Use Your Own Time
.."'"--to Improve PLATO Instruction

.y

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

RIAU° Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

?earl Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term\beginnieg/end

retests, poittests

appropriate

more than sufficient

high to very high

100%

3

not at the moment

college PLATO staff, U of i staff

norms

0

0

none

Spring 75, Pell 75

self, site coordinator, sst.stte coordinator

25+

25+

J

\

yes

9k

\



lb NUMBgR Biology Instructor

r.M31 ttig .INFORMATION

Pam'.

ftEnralment

Schedule

PLATO Use'

4 Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

I

COURSE EVALUATXON

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Qualit§ of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx:)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You,Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO' Instruction

:119 ^

41STFUCTOR INFORMATION

First. PLATO Contact

Ueof I Extension Course

PLATO LeSsons Designed

Lossdn% ProgramiCd

.7 Release Time
it,'

,Prior PLATO: Use

Sourte.of PLATO Training

.Years Welching -

Years at this College

Tenure

*!erm beginhing/e1(

0

70

General Biology nab)

/21

no response

replace class/lab, review and practice

self, college PLATO staff

self, college PLATO staff

course catalog

yes

no

0

appropriate

more than le4ificient

high to very, high

100%

2 or3

no response

college PLATO staff, U of I staff

none

01

0

none

Spring 75, Fa 1 7t5

self, pits c o rdinator, asst

25+

25+ /

4

site'coordinator

yes

1.

93
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #9

General

Although the inetructor'sclass using PLATO iiot doing as well as the
control group in Biology 102 which is not, the difference can tot is exclu-
sively attributed to PLATO. Perhaps also significant'are innate"differences
in ability between the two groups. Difficulty with PLATO's mechanics may
inhibit achievement among the very low students. Frustration with the
machinery sometimes results in blind guessing or asking help from a neighbor.
Very good students, on the other hand, like PLATO and see it &a good
supplement. One important advantage of PLATO is that it cah permit the
student to wdrk at his own pace and to review when he wants to. its chief
disadvantages are its occasional mechanical failure and inflexible-aniswer

'judging and programs.

PLATO is better than a workbook, homework, dfill, or tutors. PLATO
is too similar to both programmed learning and to lecture to bi evaluated
against them.

Use and Lessons

-,.. The class used PLATO during its scheduled classtime. In the future,
the\instructor would'likelm greater capability for student* to use PLATO, -
on a casual basis, sometime* a* a replacement: for class,

The close usedICimball'sBioly, third edition, plus departmental
quiz sheets, films, and charts. PLATO lessons were selected from the hard-
copy ',catalog and 4are'reviewed prior to asfirent.

Topics in genetics apd ecology are hest for Biology 102 Lessons in
population, cell division,embryological development, and genetic* were.
especially good. AImost-all the lessons on genetics, ecology, evolution,
and reproduction fit the instructor's syllabus well. MOstlessons seemed
to use PLATO's special characteristics adequately. Generally, the learning
level of the lessons was appropriate, although some parts of lessons on
population genetics and quantitative genetics were too difficdlt. In the
future, any instructor who wishes should be permitted to design-lessons'
free from the supervision of committees, except for final review. Newer
lessons on reproduction would be useful and, in both new and old 10eMons,
answer judgingshould be made more flexible. '

Mechanics and Administration 1

%
\ :1

.% -.
\\

The pr pc4Pal mechanicd1 problem was insufficient ,,,terminals for alit
students. Better and poorer students teamed up, resulting in the better%
students doing all the work. Alternate activities were planned for

\ I's
failure whichoPccur early in periods. No scheduling problems occurred.

:
.

4
J,

. PLATO lab assistants entered the class rostexand the instructor '

received assistance in the use of PLATO from Richard Neapolitan and-Al Mears.
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Biology Instructor #9 -- continued

BTSpretests were given to both the PLATO sec on and the control group-.

PLATO is a worthwhile supplement but will not p:t44te out of

business, just as progrimmed learning did not. It has given tractor

one additional means of helping students, especially when outsi la =s

conatrences are not always available. While PLATO has provided so* fu1

ideai, it has otherwise hid no measurable impact on her career.

General Biology - 2
.."

5 -1

11 , rr:n , 11 , 11:n n n
I i I hrs

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 -20

UsageAlistribution
Totals: 33 students, 273 hours. Average: 8.3

4

General Biology - 2 [lab]

5

0

ni fl nininA n in 'I'll in.ni hrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

'Usage distribution
TotaLsf16 students, 2/5 hours. Average: 10.6

97
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor

COURSE INFORMATION

Number

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum.

sson Source

sson Preview

ETS

COUR EVALUATION

Leve of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

.1

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Prograrimed

Release Time

_ Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this ColleAge

Tenure.

*Term beginning/end

General Biology - 1 (lab(

32/26

during class$ out of class, terminals
not reserved .

replace some lab, review Ind practice,
supplement homework

self

self

course catalog

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

varied

sufficient

avera4a.,,,

100%

several (exact numi r unknown)

yes

college PLATO staff

Fall 74, Jordan, intro,
advanced

Spring 75, Jordan,

1

1

none _

Fall 74 - Fall 75

self, credit course, site coordinator,
fellow instructor

18

7

yes

98
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #10

COURSE INFORMATION

. Number .

*Enrb/lment

Schedule

PLATO Use

General Biology.- 2 [lab]

28/21

during class; out of class, terminals
not reserved

ae some lab, *review and practice,
supplement homework

Roster self 0
Curriculum

i self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview
i

yes

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude 4u

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lassoes

% Lessons Previewed

Sessions Affected by Failu e

Mould YOU Use Your Own Time
to XMprove PLATO Instruction.

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U Of I Extension. Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO -Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years''Teaching

Yeats at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

1K

varied

sufficient
. .

average

100%.

several (exact number unknown)

yes

colrege PLATO staff

Fall 74, Jordan, intro; Spring 75, Jordan,
advanced

1

1

none

Fall 74, Spring 75, Fall 75

self, credit course, site coordinator,
fellow instructor

18

7
//

yes

99
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INT VIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructbr #10

Gene 1

t is impossible to evaluate.the effect of PLATO on achievement.
As supplement and reinforcement it may be successful, but it can not
provide total instruction. Similarly, no generalization can' be made
about attitude toward PLATO in ability groups, although some bored, better
students like instruction better on PLATO. PLATO's greatest advantange
is that it makes students read and respond; study is forted. Its worst
problems are its mechanical difficulties and the occasional poor quality
of lessons. The instructor ranks PLATO as better than drill and laboratory,
but not as satisfactory as all other suggested media or alternate forms of
instruction.

Use and Lessons
.

IPLATO *as-used during classtime and outside og class with no reservation
of terminals to replace an occasional laboratorx assignment, for review and
practice, and to supplement homework and classrabm work. No change in use
is planned in the immediate futu7.

.

The class used the text Biol.* Today as well as handouts and audio=
visual aids. Appropriate PLATO lessons were chosen from the hard copy index.

Topics\
.

which illustrate processeb are best suited for PLATO. Lessons .,.

which were thought particularly good in terms of student needs were the _

Crocketts' lespons and the lesson on Drosophila as revised for this college's
students: No one lesson exploits all of PLATO's unique' characteristics
particularly well, but any employ individual features. effectively.
Approximately three-qua tern of the available lessons fit the instructor's
syllabus, although not a l were appropriate for the learning level of the .

class. Some leilsons, suc as blood typing, were too general for the syllabus.

In the future, new authors who know the audience they are writing for, ,

that is, the City Cblleges of Chicago audience, should prepare lessons.
Lessons on embryology and chemistry need more variation. At present, there

lie too much on ecology and tpo little on general chemistry.
, 4

Mechanics and Adminis ation

Interview na-abmpl t

100
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Biology Instructor #10 -- continued

General Biology - 1 (lab)

rJ I hrs
a 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 30 students, 153 hours. Average: 5.1

General Biology - 2 (lab)

4.)

7

M
* -

5 -c

n 11 t In. In.nln,nln
' ' '

a
I

2 4 6 8 1i 12
I

14 16
1

18
I hrs,
20

Usage distribution
Totals: 26 students, 118 hour. Average: 4.5

101
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/D NUMBER Biology Instructor #11

COURSE INFORMATION

Name . General Biology- 1 (lab'

*Enrollment /27

Schedule no response

PLATO Use replace class and/or lab, review and practice

Roster self, PLATO staff

Curriculum -self

Lesson Source course catalog, fellow instructor

Lesson Preview yes

'ETS no

.COURSE EVALUATION

Level ofiLesSons appropriate

Quantity of LessonS less than sufficient

, Quality of Lessons high'

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) SO%

Sessions Affected by Failure / 2

Would You Use Your Own Time' Yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

FirstyyTO Contact college PLATO staff

U of (Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 2 in progress

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training self, site coordinator, fellow %,nstructor

Years Teaching 9

Years at this College 3

Tenure, yes

*Term beginning/ehd
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #11

General

Although it is hard to assess the effects of PLATO, students seem
to be enjoying it and are doing well with it. The instructor's class
using PLATO is. showing greater responsiveness in producing better grades
than the control group wOhout7PLATO. Moist students are responding
'ositively to PLAT% although in ehe beginning some slower students had
trouble using the typing keys. PLATO's great strength is that it can
pfovide repetition, instant feedback and.response, and quizzing potential.
Its greatest difficulty for biology study is that it can not adequately
simulate real organisms; an adequate slide selector system would help.,

,

ff

On the whole, PLATO is better than a workbook, audio-visual aids,
text, programmed learning, a tutor, or class discussion. It is not as
satisfactory as lecture, homework, or'class drill.

Use and Lessons

The texts for the class were Keeton's Elements of Bioloc0a; Science
and the lab manualExolvetions in Modern Biology. Appropriate- PLATO
lessons were selebted from the printed catalog upon the recommendation
of fellow instructor. In the future, the instructof"will.preview the
.lesions himself for appropriateness. Lessons on chemistry and cells are
the.topics which best suit PLATO. The individual chemistry lessons were
especially good, especially those which visually portrayed molecules
combining. Students liked best the lessons on cells. While the learning
level of most lessons was appropriate, the lesson on the circulatory
system was too hard particularly because it required much too specific
answers. No lesson, on the other hand, was too easy. Most of the basic
lessons fit the instructor's syllabus well. The lessons on tells seem
to branch well and, in so doing, effectively utilize PLATO's special
characteristics.

In the future, the lessons should be designed Wth greater humor and
cleverness. One way to achieve both would be to have a programmer and an
artist with a sense of humor work jointly on the design of dynamic programs.
Newer lessons for beginners should be added, including lessons on tissues,
skeletal systems, and circulatory systelis.

In the future, the instructor would like to be able to use PLATO as
an adjunct to be used at the convenience 'of the student, as well as a
device to be used in class. He would like,to have more terminals made
available to him; otherwise he would plan no difference in his use of PLATO.

.Mechanics and Administration

Some mechanical problems were encountered but fewer this semester
than previously. Most of the difficulties came,from the malfunctions of
individual terminals. There were no system failures. Scheduling was a
problem in so far as the instructor was not able to get one of his classes
on PLATO. He would like to have more terminals made available.
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Biofogy'Instrilctor #11 -- continued

The instructor.managed his own curricaumsand roster.

The course had no ETS contact.
.

The instructor feels that PLATO should increase the teacher's
productivity. His own students respond well to it. So far, PLATO has
had no effect upon his career.

. General Biology - 1 (lab]

9

JLL.
2 4 6 8 10

rii
I I I hrs

12 14 16 18 20

Usage distributicTo
T.Aals: 35 students. 159 1-r7/urs. Average: 4.5
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #12

COURSE INFORMATION

Name General Biology [lab]

*Enrollment \ 30/34

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice

Roster self

Curriculum self, site coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons average to high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 80%

Sessions Affected by Failure few (number not given)

Would You Use Your Own Time no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

Uof I Extension Course

or

U of I staff

Fall 72, Videbeck, authors: Spring 73,
Videbeck, users

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLATO Lessons Programmed 1

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit course

Years Teaching 15
. -

Years at this College 15

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end

105



ID NUMBER Biology Instructor 112

*COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson preview

ETS

81

Botany

30/

during class*

review and.practice

self

self,. site coordinator

course catalog

no response

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons average to high

t Lessons Previewed (approx.) 80%

Sessions Affected by Failure few (number not given)

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U'of I Extension Course

no

-

U of I staff

Fall 72, Videbeqk, authors; Spring 73,
videbeck, users

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLATO Lessons Programmed 1

Release Time none

Prior PLATO. Use Fall 73 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training crclit course

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure yes

15

15

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Ingtructor #12

General'

It is disturbing that PLATO does not produce e evident results.
While student attitudes vary from semester to semelr, in general good
students are not happy to use PLATO. They feel the teacher could do the
same work in a shorter time. One important advantage of PLATO for biology
is that it can display biological phenomena in compressed time sequence;
growth from seedling to'plant can be easily displayed within an hour ---

something which can not be done in lab. The principal disadvantage is that
it antagonizes students yho resent the need to work with yet one more
roachinfb

PLATO provides better instruction than a workbook, homework, drill,
lecture, or a tutor. It is less satisfactory than audio-visual aids, a
text, programmed learning, or class discussion. In different ways PLATO is
both better and worse than a traditional lab. PLATO's most useful role
may be that of a tutor, especially for students who need to make up missed
lessons or who have had difficulty assimilating the work in the classroom.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used in class for supplementary instruction and for review.
In the future the instructor would like to use PLATO as a tutorial, and not
during classtime. She most expressly does not want lab sacrificed to '

PLATO.

The texts used in the course were Keeton's Biological Science, second
edftion, and the biology department lab manual as well as handouts. PLATO

. . lessons were chosen from the catalog to match topics in the departmental""' -
syllabus. The topics most suited to PLATO are those of meiosis and mitosis.
The Crocketts' lessons are especially fine since they present material from
the student's point of view. Lessons on natural selection by Hyatt and
Drosophila genetics draw most actively upon the special characteristics of
PLATO. None of the lessons were too easy for the class although the lesson
on genetics seemed too involved. Few students complained about the learning
level of the lessons. The instructor would like to see lessons on the endo-
crine and nervous systems added to the PLATO Curriculum and would like to
see accompanying microfiche materials made available. Future lessons should
be designed to be adaptable to as many syllabi and pedagogical styles as
possible and should be 'keyed to standard lab manuals.

Mechanics and Administration

No mechanical or scheduling problems arose. The instructor has had
University of Illinois extension courses in the use of PLATO and managed
her own roster and curriculum.

ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude surveys were given although some
material, in the ETS test; was not Covered in the syllabus.

While PLATO has had no immediate effect on her career, the instructor
sees PLATO as the instruction of the future. ..Even sop it will not replace
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Biology Instructor #12 -- continued
.--

liAdr"the classroom. teacher. PLATO has affec her classroom method. It has
encroached a bit into-laboratory; it s also placed more emphasis on
class discussion, which prIvidesy6eans of determining the effectiveness
of PLATO lectures. ,.

/ .

General Biology - I flab;

0

C
4.0

3
4.0

0

5

n ri n n1 n
0 2 4 6(

Botany

8

Usage distributlon
Totals: 34 studen#5, 195 hears, Average: 5.7

.n1
10 12

' 4

1 ' 4 ' Nhrs
14 16 18 20

n.1,11. r1 11II n , n ni, in,
8 4 6' 8 10 12 14

Usage distribgtion

kt;

*DI hrs
16 18 20

Totals: 30 students, 179h,urs. Average: 6.0
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ID NUMBER Biology.Instrilexor #13

COURSE INFORMATION'---.

Number

*Enrollment

: Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster
Jew .1 4.curxlculum self, site coordinator, asst site

coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview some

ETS r no"

84

General Biology - 1 (lab]

20/21

during class

replice class instruction and/or lab,
review and practice, supplement homework

site coordinator, asst site coordinator

COURSE EVALUATION.

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lei'eons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed

easy to too.difficult, depending upon
students'tabilitiei,'

less than to more than su ricient,
`depending upon topic
sN

very high

0 (before use by students)

Sessions Affected by Failure 2

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

yes

First PLATO Contact staff meeting; ca. 1971

U of.I;:.Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior.FLATO Use Spring 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training self, site coordinator, asst site coordi-
nator, U of I staff

Years Teaching 19

Years at this College 15

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #P3

General

PLATb's influence on achievement varies according to student ability.
Better students achieve more and they master more of the PLATO material.
A similar correlation is seen in student attitudes; better students enjoy
PLATO more. PLATO's great 'strength is that it is an alternate medium which'
students generally enjoy using. Its great disadyantages are its mechanical
failures, edpecially terminal malfunctions, and programming errors in
lessons. PL TO is better than a workbook, audio - visual aids, hoMework,
and programmed learning. It is not as satisfactory as leCtures, tutors,
class discussion, or laboratory. The instructor is undecided about its
rank in comparison with textbook and drill.

Use and Lesson$_

PLATO, was Used during classtime to replace classroom instruction, for
review and practice, and to supplement hOmework. In the'future, the
instructor would, like to have more free hours for PLATO use on a casual
basis outside of class.

As texts, the-class used Ourtie.Biolou and Freeman Company separates.
4 Appropriate PLAT01.essons were selected from the printed catalog.

.Topics'in phySiology best fit PLATO. The lessons on physiology and
the body system an4 DNA were selected as particularly good. Lessons
on serology and, the, lesson on diffusion featuring Manny Molecule employed
PLATO's''specialicharacteristics particularly well. Unfortunately, few
.lessons fit the instructor's syllabus. Learning level was hard to assess
since there was aucha variety of student abilities. No lesson was too
easy and the lesson bn respiration experiment§ was too hard.

In the' uture, Using teachers should suggest new lessons. New topics
ought to include lessOns on the skeletal system and the endocrine system.
Both new and existing lessons should be designed for more flexible answer
judgidg and to provide answers when students can not answer the question.
Technical problems with microfiche materials should be resolved and print-
outs should be made more available.

A

Mechanics and Administration

Two PLATO sessions were interrupted by Serious mechanical failures
and other mechanical problems occurred during other periods; frequently
the clasItime was salvaged for other work. The-instructor has never been
able to schedule the hour he preferred but this term the allotted time was
lose enough not to be inconvenient. He suggested that teachers take turns
r certain prime time PLATO slots.

1

\ Allan Meers or Richard Neapolitan managed the course roster and Meers
proitided additional aid in the use of PLATO.

\
*te course had no ETS contact.
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-'4 .



86

.

Biaogy Instructor #13 -- continued\

PLATO is another weapon in the instructor's arsenal. It has affected
this instructor's classroom teaching since students bring materials covered
on PLATO to class for discussion. The instructor enjoys using PLATO; he
feels as if a session on PLATO is much like a field trip.

General Biology - 1 flab]

U)

4J

1,

4J

*

5

Int 1 ri 11 114 in. in. I hrS
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 23 students,- 186 hours. Average: 8.1
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #14

COURSE INFORMATION

Number

*Enrollment

Scedtile

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lpsson Preview

ETS

COURSE. EVALUATION

Leal of Lessons

Qyantity elf Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of i ExtensiOn Course

IP

PLATdLessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release-Time

Prior PLATO Use !:

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

87

Genera]. Biology - I if lab] (2

/55 (both sectionsT\

during class; out of class,
not reserved

review and practice

self

self

course catalog, fellow instructor

no response

pretests, posttests, at itude surveys

sections)

appropriate

sufficient

eerage (1/3) to high {A/3)

70\

1

not at present

'fellow instructor

Fan 74, Jordan, iritieripring 75, Jordan,
advanced

1

1

none

qpring 75, Fall 75

see, credit course

no response

2

no

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology I
4

structor #14

.
4

9eperal
1

\All students are equally receptive to PLATO but PLATO seems to be
designed for average students; poorer students seem to have far greater
expectations for what PLATO can'do for them and are disappointed more
often. PLATO can break through(the intimidation which texts offer to
certain students and can provide instruction without social embarrassment.
Unfortunately, poor reading andkping skills sometimes get.in the way of
real achievement and, moreover, t enough terminals are available at
one time for a class of 35 sSkid4nts.

PLATO is superior tO workbooks, homework, rogrth

it is equal to a lab, bat is novas satisfactory ag\audio-visuals, text,
drill in class, lecturlUor tutois.

Use and-Lessons

PLATO was usedlin two sections of Bibliagy 111 to replice in-class time
and to provide supplem ntary review for class lessons. The instructor wanted

'.- to use PLATO for both er-biology classes but she was unable initially to
obtain sufficient time She noted there was real jealousy among the students
in the class. that was of at first able to use'PLAUO. Studepts were also
encouraged to use PLA on their own time as terminals were available.

The text for...the course was Biology Today, second edition; a lab
manual was used as were, occasional audio-visual aids,. The instructor
selected the PLATO lessons with the assistance of Sally Lee, with whom
she compared notes on the lessons. In the future, she plans to review
all lessons she is considering for inclusion.

Among the trics which fit PLATO well are the cell, photosynthesis,\
and respiration; lessons presently available in those topics are particularly

,- 'good. Lessons by certain authors are regularly less satisfactory. The
lessons on cells and diffusion and all of the lesson's by Crockett' employ
most effectively PLATO's most unique characteristidi. No comment was made
on the general learning level of the lessons, although the lesson on
photosynthesis was identified as particularly difficult for her class.
In the future, however, lessons should be designed as simply as possible.
Lessons aimed at an audience of University of Illinois students are
probably of limited appeal to a community college audience. Pkesent
lessons by.rockett and Boggs provide just right level of instruction and
might serve as models for future development. Lessons with good visual
presentations produce good results. After the lessons on diffusion-and
cell structure, the students did much better on an examination and in
lab.

Mechanics and Administration

Mechanical interruptions were rare, and when they occurred, lab aides
handled them easily. Except for the fact that both sections could not initially
be scheduled for PLATO, no scheduling difficulties occurred; she was able to
obtain the hours she wanted for the class which WAV able to use PLATO at first.

1 I a
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Biology Instructor #14 continued

he instructor managed her own curriculum and roster. Errol Magidson
and Yvonne Pierce provi4ed assistancein the course. The instructor has
taken both the introductory and advancd University of Illinois extension
courses in the use of taint).

ETS tests were given.

01
jf

General Biology - [lab]

5

hrs
2 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Uaage distr'ibutian
T- tals: 35 students, 223 hours. Av4rage: 6.4

Irk
2 4 6

CO

in.ni . In.nin.
8 10 12 14

I ' 1 ' 4 hrs
16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 37 students, 207 hours. Average: 5.6
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/D. NUMBER Biology Instructor #15

couAgE xgrotipTioN

Name

*Entollment

'Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curridulum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

90'

General Biology - 1 tlabl

32/26

during class

review and practice

site coordinator or asst site coordinator

asst site coordinator

course catalog

some

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

ACOURSE EVALUATION

Level of LesSons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons less than sufficient

Quality of Lessons i average to better

% Lessons Previewed (approx.0 25%

Sessions Affected by Failure\ 2 - 3.

Would Yoiyse Your Own Time yes
to lmprov PLATO Instruction

average.

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact i college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course 'none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fa11.73 - Fall 75

Source ofPLATO Training self, site coordinator, fellow instructor

Years Teaching 30

Years at this College 11

Tenure yes-

*Term beginning/end

115



91

. .

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #15

General

PLATO is,a medium that most students enjoy, and seems to have advan-
tages for most. A few students dislike it, and slower students seem to
have more difficulty adapting to the medium, but PLATO can be fitted to the
needs of both poor and. good students. Most importahtly, PLATO holds
students individually accountable for the work and ;Omits them to work
at their own rate and speed. Its graphic capabilities provide greateX
impact in instruction. Unfortunately, not all students can use machines
individually, problems with terminals means that terminals-must be shared.
Moreover, some students simply do not like the machines.

PLATO is only clearly, bettei than class drill, homework, programmed
learning and tutors. In different respects it is both better and worse
than other available media.

Use and Lessons

PLO° was scheduled during classtime for review and practice. In the-
future, PLATO will not be used to replace lab sessions. Ideally, PLATO
ought to be available on a casual basis, the student choosing the time and
the extent of his use.

The course' required Biology Today by Kirk, the lab manual, and the
biology exercises for Biology 111 and 112. The PLATO lessons were chosen
to conform to materials covered in class, both in content and in pedagogical
approach. In the future, lesson difficulty also will be considered.

Because data can.be compress6d and instantly displayed, quantifiable
topics such as population growthare well suited to PLATO as are topics
that require motion such as diffusion and osmosis. The best current lessons
available are those on ecology and a few of the genetics lessons; all are
accurate and are well programmed. The lessons which bisst fit the 111 syllabus
were those on cell structure and function, human anatomy and physiology,
neuron structure and function, digestion, cardiac cycle, and the heart.
No lesson was too easy and some were too hard, notably Drosophila genetics
and population lessons; cell structure seemed just right. Lessons on diffusion
and blood typing best employed PLATO'S capability for animation.

In the futurewnew lessons should be reviewed by skillful users who
can suggeSt cH4444s and improvements prior to release. Current lessons
should be mintlielyevaluaped to eliminate problems which students find
troublesome. Newleksons on evolUtion'and chemistry should be:developed.

Mechanics and Administration

More system difficulties. occurred this semester than Previously.
Scheduling seemed to be no problem exceptthat PLATO should be available
on a casual basis for those who wish to use it. The instructor managed
both her own roster and her own curriculum. Gary Hyatt, L4 Porch, and
Errol Magidson helped the instructor use PLATO.
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Biology Instructor #15 -- continued

ET§ pxetests,'posttestS, and attitude questionnaire were given. The
ETS posttest is not entirely satisfactory. The instructor as not like
to use it for a final since she disputes the usefulness of some of the
questions. As a consequence, she was obliged to give an additional final
examination. The pretest, however, seems quite satisfactory.

PLATO is not a substitute for a teacher, although.perhaps in a few
cases it may replace an occasional teacher. Its chief use is as a supple-
ment and as a means of dealing with instruction for which the teacher does
not usually have time. Although PLATO may be an added chore for the teacher,
it -- like all new experiences.-- is enriching.

General Biology - 1 jlabl

n 1-1

8 2 14
.114nini . ln. ,1

I i n1 hrs
6 8' 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 33"students, 186 hours.. Average: 5.6
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #16

COURSE INFORMATION

Name General Biology - 1 [lab]

*Enrollment 45/

Schedule out of class, terminals reserved;
out of class, terminals not reserved

PLATO Use supplement

Roster asst site coordinator

Curriculum asst site coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog
1,

Lesson Preview yes

ETS no

COURSE -EVALUATIO111

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons average

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure few (number not given)

Would You Use Your Own Time no response
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 75, Fall 75

Soukce of PLATO Training asst site coordinator

Year's Teaching 10

Years at this College 4

'Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #16

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

14hedule

94

Anatomy and Physiology - 1

37/

out of class, terminals reserved;
out of class, terminals not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster asst site coordinator

Curriculum asst site coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lesson average

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure few (number not given)

Would You Use Your Own Time no response'
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 75, Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training asst site coordinator

Years Teaching 10

Years at this College 4

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #16

No interview conducted.

General Biology - 1 flab]

5

0

.11 n, 4 nin .ni
2 4 6 8 10 12

Usage distribution
Totals: 26 students, 26 hours.

Anatomy and Physiology - 1

0-1

11 11.
1 ' 1,'

6 .8 '1 12

4

1 ' Ihrs4 16 18 20

Average: 1.0

I
1 '

I

14 16 18
*Ihrs

20

Usage/distribution
Tate 15: 22 students, 50 !.our r. Average: 2.3
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Biology Instructor #17

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

\--Curriculum -

Lesson Source

TABS= Previa*/

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

'Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lesions

% Lessons Previewed

General Biology - 1 (lab]

35/21

during class, outside of class, terminals
not resekved

review and practide, supplement homework

self

self.

course catalog

Yes

pretests, posttests, attitude survey
MO*

klpropriate

more than sufficient

high -4,

100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 2

would You Use YOur 014n TiMe yes
to Improve PLATO InOruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designid

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO T3Tining

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

121

I

college PLATO staff, fellow instructor

Fall 74, Jordan, intro; Spring 75,
Jordan, advanced

(in'part)

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

credit course

15

3+

yes

M
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor X17
.

General 4 4

0

In spite of the fact tha most students In the claim liked PLATO,
some are antagonized by it and refuse tosuse it. Average and slightly
below average students like PLA/Ohest because it provides repetition.
PLATO'' contributio; to achievement is mixed: with Very, poor students
nothing seams to help, smart students do not really need PLATO. Again,
it is the average studentthatrbenefits most from PLATO but some students
can not read sufficiently well to use it to best tdvantage. "Although
PLATO helps: reduce the load of lecture material, its use. requires more
time' than is ogaittly available. One hour per week, its present :Ise,
is not sufficie0 but no more time can be spared for it Moreover,
the number of terminals available is insufficient to serve the entire
class. 4/10-

PLATO is better than classdrill,programmed learning, and class
discussion but Lt in not as satisfactory as homework, a text, lecture.,
or lab6ratory.

Use and Lessons

The text for the course, Biological Science by 'Keeton, was supplemented_
by other aids, especially prograidmed learning materials. The instructor
and a colleague divided the task of reviewing the available PLATO lessons
and selected those most appropriate for the course.

Topics in chemistry and photosyntheiis are best suited to PLATO.
'The best individual lessons are those by Faye Bomar. Lessons by another
ins actor were identified-as good but perhaps not as suitable for community
c eget student'. Lag Phase oCell Growth is also - particularly good.
ssons by ingersol and Francis exploit most fully the unique capabilitiei

of-PLATO. The Crockett'' lesson on structure and function was sing out
as a particularly good realization of materials in the PLATO bedium.
PLATO curriculum could be enriched by adding lessons in microbiology,
macromolecules, and nucleic acids. In general, PLATO lessons need more
interaction between PLATO and the students. The learning level of asst.
lessons was. satisfactory; none were too easy although a few wire too hard,
thgrookette lesson on the structure of the cell'exemplifies just the right

'level. In general, the simplest lessons are best for her students since
many have had no high school Science. More difficult lessons are assigned
to students who do the beginning work well.

Mechanics and Administrition

Very few mechanical problemsrose: during the course there was only
one complete failure of the system.' Since the course meets in the after-
.nooniwno scheduling problems occurred%

The instructor managed her own curriculum and roster. Bob Taylor and
Sanford Rush providoctgeneral assistance.

12'
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Biology Instructor #17 -- continued

The course included the ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude question-
naires. The instructor rates the posttest as very good; only two questions
were unsatisfactory. .

The instructor foresees only good for PLATO. It will not and can not
replace teachers but it is a valuable aid and this instructor will. use any
aid she can get. It has made her a better teacher since students' reactions
to PLATO provide a valuable source of information about the course and
methods.

,_0
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ID NUMBER . Biology Instructor #18

COURSU,INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster
.

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

N
COURSE EVALUATION

99

ene41 Biology - 1-(lab)

3 32

during classtime; outside of class,
terrain s reserved; outside of class,
terminals not reserved

replace classroom and/or lab, review and
'practices supplement homework

\,
self

self

course catalog

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

Level of Lessons 'appropriate

Quantity of Lessont ;pufficent..

Quality of Lessons avOrage

Lessons.Previewed (approx.) 100%

Seasions Affected 1* Failurd,

Would-You-gse.kour Own Tine yes
to Improve- LATO Instrudtion

a

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U pf I Extension Course Spring 74, Ghesquiere, intro

PLATO 'Lessons Designed 3

PLATO Lessons Programmed 2

Release Time Spring 74, Summer 74, Summer 7.5

Prior' PLATO Use Spring'74'- Fall 75.1

.Source of PLATO Training self, site coordinator, U of I staff

Yeare'Teaching 20

'Years at this' College -2 1/2

Tenure no

*Term beginning /end 124
A



ID NUMBER

100
ti

Biology Instructor #18.

COURSE INFORMATION'

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

el of Lessons

,Quan ty of Lessons

Quality Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time .

to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR-INFORMATION

FirSt PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

years Teaching

Years at this College

*Tenure
*lb

*Term beginning/end

General Biology - 2 [lab'

37/38

during classy outside of clais,
terminals reserved; outside of class,
terminals not reserved

125

replace classroom and/or labreview
and practicel,supplement homework, extra
.credit

Self

self

course catalog; recommended by U of I
staff, fellow.instructorso college PLATO
staff

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude ys

difficult

stfadient

average

100%

none

yes

.

fellow instructor

Spring 74, Ghesquiere, inizo

3

2

Spring, 74$ Summer 74, Summer 7

Spring 74.- Fall 75

self, site coordina
_ .

20

2 1/2

no

4

U of X staf
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N,
,INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #18

General

NO general statement can be made about the contribution of PLATO to
students' achievement but it does appear to help in some classes and students
seem to feel it helps. Answers containing the phrasing provided by the
PLATO lessons frequently,appear On quizzes given in class. moreover,
PLATO seems to help both basic and advanced students. Student attitudes
toward PLATO vary depending upon the class, although as a general rule
sharper students are not as enthusiastic about PLATO until basic Materials
havebeedpassed and more challenging material is available. PLATO's
great strengths are its individual pacing, its branching, and its record
keeping capabilities. Its greatest weakness is poor design in some lessons.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used in one section of Biology 111 and one section of 112. Time
was split between both sections, which used the facilities alternately.
PLATO was scheduled for use in class and out of class. Moreover, students
were encouraged to use it'on a non-scheduled basis. PLATO was used to
replace classroom instruction, for review and practice, and to.supplement
homework.

Both classes.used Bolo d a lab manual, and class handouts.
Students also worked on individu projects. PLATO lessons were selected
by review of the op-line index.

Topics best suited to PLATO are materials requiring repetition, which
might otherwise be dull, and experimental materials, includkng topics in
enzymes and DNA construction.. The best current lessons available are
Glycosis, because of its animation and its simplification of a very
difficult-topic, and Protein Synthesis, since the lesson offers drill
and practical construCtift of the protein structure that is rewarding.
Moreover, the lesson on protein synthesis seemed to best employ PLATO'S
special characteristics.. A mOxe than ample nub 'of lessons were suitable
for !the instructor's course syllabus forBiology 111 although the learning
level of many was too hard. Nonewere too easy.- ,

In the design of future leisons, special attention should be paid
to exploiting PLATO's capacities to the fullest. NeV lessons in genetic
drill problems and dilution .experiments should be designed, current lessons
could be improved by individualizing them. h the pedagogical prac-
`tices of the instructor and by providing greater

Mechanics End Administration

Far fewer mechanical difficulties occurred than formerly, the only
scheduling problem was obtaining. more-free time_for.students to use-PLATO.
on a casual basis. The instructor, wholes taken the introductory course
on PLATO, managed his own curriculUm ancfroster.

ETS pretests were given; the pretests seemed to be improving in
quality.

126
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Biology Instructor #18 -- continued.-

The instructor sees PLATO as an interesting and stimuliting accessory
to conventional learning which frees the teacher from routine tasks and
should permit better instruction. It is not a replacement for the teachei
but an adjuript that will take over some of the teacher's duties to free
the instructor for more time to work individually with students.

General Biology - 1 (lab)

5
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Usage distribution
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ID NUMBiR

103

Biology Instructor #19

r

COURSE INFORMATION

Name .
General Biology - 2 (lab)

*Enrollment 31/30

Schedule during class

PLATODTse review and practice

Roster self, assistant site coordinator

Curriculum self

Lesson Source 4#ourse catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Levdl o f Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons writ than sufficient

Quality of Lessons average

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

.Sessions Affected by Failure almost all

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

,INSTRUCTOR INFORMAT/ON

First PLATO Contact U of I staff

U of I Extension Course Fall 72, Videbeck, authors
O

PLATO Lessons Designed 4

PLATO Lessdns Programmed 4

Release Time Spring 73, Summer 73

Prior PLATO Use Summer 75, Fall 75 .

Source of PLATO Training U of I staff

Years Teaching 8

Years at this College 8

Tenure yes

no

*Aim beginning/end
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UTERI/YEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #19

General

PLATO is a useful tool, comparable to other teaching aids, which works
.best when teachers participate actively in the PLATO sessions. It is
difficult to evaluate its effect and there is no apparent difference in
learning among the various ability groups who use it. Many of this instruc-
tor's students preferred not to use PLATO this semester. The source of
dissatisfaction was not idefitified. Advanced students seemed reticent to
use it although student indifference may be more the result of the way
PLATO is being used than.in the instrument itself.

PLATO helps locate individual difficulties better and helps the
teacher to determine where to focus the lecture; its mechanical problems
are its greatest disadvantage. PLATO is not discernibly better than other
teaching media,althOugb there is some difficulty in evaluating other media
with PLATO. PLATO is probably not as good as homework, class drill, and
class discussion. PLATO should be used for make-up work and review along
with live tutors, a/teacher assisting and advising.

Use andfLessons

PLATO was used in class for review and as a supplement to lectures.

The course used a text by Keeton and a college biology lab manual in
addition to several audio-visual aids. PLATO lessons were selected from
the printed catalog and the on-line index. Mitosis, meiosis, and genetics
are the topics best suited to PLATO presentation. The instructor co:udders
his own lesson, of high quality, especially the lessons on mitosis and
meiosis. Perhaps because they were geared for his, own students the lessons
on meiosis, mitosis, genetics, menstruation, and evolution best suited his
syllabus. The learning level of most lessons was satisfactory; no lesson
was too difficult: The lesson on blood typing was too easy and one lesson
on cell structure he thought too simplified. The lessons on natural selection,
evolution, behavior, and genetics best used PLATO's unique capabilities.
In the future, he would use those lessons which are accurate and complete
and not overly simplified.

In the future, the instructor would prefer to provide the students with
handouts to be used as a guide to the lessons to be studied and telling
the student what to look for as he works his way through the PLATO lesson.
He would also like to see more material available on genetics. Future
lessons should be written by biologists and not by technicians and should
not sacrifice effectiveness to dazzling technology.

Mechanics and Administration

Some total failures of the system occurred this semester; PLATO seemed
as lethargic at 8:00 a.m. as did the students. No scheduling problems
occurred however. The instructor received his training in PLATO from Dr.
Videbeck and has been helped by Gary Hyatt. Laboratory aides.in the lab
section managed the curriculum and the roster for the course.

129
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Biology Instructor #19 -- continued

The ETS pretest was given.

PLATO'has had no effect upon his career and he sees it having little
influence on the teaching profession.

0
General Biology - 2 [lab)

-
4-1 1

44- A

:

5 ---

.in
1

n
' I I ' 1 hrs

4 6 8 19 12 14 16 18 29

'Usage distribution
Tota15: 29 students, 17') hours. Average: 6.2
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ID NUMBER 'Biology Instructor #20,

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Anatomy and Physiology - 1

*Enrollment 35/35

Schedule during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster asst site coordinator

Curriculum asst site coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS f no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

S Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure 1

Would You Use Your Own Time no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U of I Extension Course Spring 75, Jordan, intro

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Summer 75, pall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit course, site coordinator

- ,Years Teaching 7

Years at this College +

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end
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ID runna Biology Instructor #20

' COURSr INFORMATION.

Name Anatomy and Physiology 2

*Enrollment , 35/35

Schedule during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster asst site coordinator

Curriculum asst site coordinator

Lesson Source courts catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sesaions Affected by Failure 1

Would You Use Your OWn Time
to Improve PLATO instruction

no

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO,Contact fellow instructor

U of I Extension Course Spring 75, Jordan, intro

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLATO.Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Summer 75, Fall 75

SoarDof PLATO Training credit course, site coordinator

Years Teaching 7

Years at this College 7

Tenuro yes

*Tam beginning /and
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Biology Instructor #20

General...M.1

ti

It is impossible to assebs the effect of PLATO on achievement since
the instructor has no control group with which to measure the PLATO class.
As a general rule, however, better students do like PLATO. Its greatest
advantages are its animation and its immediate correction of student_
errors. Its greatest disadvantage is that it is impossible to back up
several frames without encountering restart problems. Currently, it is
better than a workbook, audio-visual aids, homework, or a text.. It is
not as satisfactory as other forms of instruction. .

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime and on a non-scheduled basis outside
of class for review andipmactice,and to'Aupplement homework. Appropriate
PLATO lessons were choden from the index to fit the syllabus of the course.

Topics that can be animated and provide immediate correction of the
student are best for PLATO. The best available lessons are those on.neuron.
structure, photosynthesis, and the nursing program on fetal circulation.
Although the learning level of most lessons is satisfactory, the lesson on
auxiliary control of the heart routes the student. incorrectly and therefore
is too difficult.

In the future, teachers should write the lessons and students should
test them in the classroom before they are released for general use.
While no specific improvements for lessons' format or content were sug-
gested, additional lessons on muscles, bones, and nervous systems would be
valuable.

Mechanics and Administration

One total system failure occurred during the term but the system came
back up soon after so alternate materials were not required. No scheduling
problems arose. Al Meters managed the course roster this semester although
the instructor has done so in the past herself. R. Neapolitan provided
help with PLATO and the instructor has taken the introductory course offered
by the University of Illinois in Spring 1975.

The course had no contact with ETS.

PLATO adds to teaching resources= it is not a rival of the teacher.
PLATO has had noeffecton the instructor's classroom methods but she feels
that it has enriched her career.

133
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Biology Instructor 120 continued

Anatomy and Physiology - 1
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ID NUMBER Biology Instructor #21,

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Sphedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO` Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

'Tenure

*Term beginning/and

1135

110

Anatomy and Physiology - 1

44/

during classtime

review and practice, supplement homework,
extra credit

site coordinator
0

self

course catalog

no response

no

'WV
less than sufficient

average

25%

2

yes

college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

self

8

5
yes
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ID NU%0ZR 'Biology Instructor #21

.4 A

CURSC ZNFORMATIoN

Name Anatomy and Physiology- 2

*Enrollment 40/

Schedule outside of class, -terminals not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework,
extra,credit

Roster site coordinator

Curriculum CL dip self'

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

'ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Lev.]. of Lessons easy

Quantity of Lessons less than sufficient

Quality of Lessons average

1 Lessons Previewed (approx.) 25%

sessions Affected by Failure 2

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO'Lessons Programmed"

Release Time

Prtor PLATO Use

Source of. PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Tern beginning/end

f
136
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college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

self

8

5

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY'-- Biology Instructor #21

General..

. .

In its' present state PLATO is of limited use for advadced physiology
and anatomy classes since most, of the materials are.not really applicable.
PLATO is useful, however, students in more basic courses. Students in
introductdry courses like PLA since it gives them the material in a
different form and one that is , re entertaining-than dirdct instruction.
If PLATO has a-serious drawback, it is-the exacting difficulty of answer
judging. On the whole, PLATO is better thawN4 workbook, audio-visual aids,

. 6

programmed learning, and laboratory. It is not as satisfactory

a
other

media or forms.of instruction.

Use and Lessons

The text for the Bourse was Human ,Anatoray and Physiology by Sheappano
et al: Appropriate PLATO lessons were selected from the on-line index.

Blbod typing*, breathing mechanisms, and cardiac cyCle were the topics
which best suited-PLATO. ,The lesson ,on cardiac'fnnction was particularly
good because it actually-showed the pumping mechanisis of-the heart in
action and was accompanied by Sound. Students foundt particularly
effective ;, it seems to be a lesson which exploits uniqueay well the charac-
:teristica of PLATO. Although few of the available lesspns fit the instructor's
syllabus, those that were appropriate were not too difficult for the class.
Lessons' on cells were too easy. 'In the future., new lessons-Should be
developed by the'using teachers. New lessons should be developed in
muscular,'endOcrine, and nervous systems. More lesdons in physiology
generaUff could be appropriate. 'Both new and old lesiOns need to be equipped
with flexible answer judging..' Answer judging that_ is too-capriciously
exacting discourages the student. . .

Mechanics and Administration

Neither mechanicaffaiiiires"nor schedtling problems arose. For the
most part, Joan-Sweany managed the course roster although the instructor
is competent to do so. Sweeny also provided general help with PLATO.

The course had no ET$ contact.

On the whole, PLATO will provide a good influence on teaching; it -will

. .not replace teachers. While students like it as a-supplement, it can not
replace Iabor lecture. So far,J,LATO has had no impact on this instructor's
career.
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Biology Instructor #21 -- continued

Anatomy and Physiology - 1

41

45

41

411?

5

0. 2

113

, 11 L II In. .ni 1
1 . 1 hrs

4 6 8' 10 12 14 16 18 20

USage distribution
TotalS': 38 student,. 02 hours. Pverage: 1.

.

Anatomy and Physiology - ?

to

a

5

.ni
0 2 '4 6

,.

I 1

III
' 1 '

IL
I. ' s

8 10 12 14 . 16 18 20

Usage distrjbution
Totals: 27 students, 40 hour8. Average: 1.5

133

11.

S.

4



.

115

CHEMISTRY

13'9

.01

4'

,,



fi

111

3

SUBJECT COORDINATOR'S SUMMAPY CHEMISTRi.

Curriculum

The greatest portion of the chemiltry lessons made available to the
y colleges were written by cheMistry faculty graduate students

at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, o i lly for use at.
that campus. since much of the content of the univers y courses was
similar to that' of the community college-courses,..often lessons were used
without modification. However,_some instructors found that the lessons were
too difficult, or, that they adopted a less favored pedagogy, or that they
ignored some subject matter completely. Consequently, several instructors
began to write new lessons or to revise existing lessonk.to make them more
suitable for their own classes. One instructor rewrote 'several lessons that
he had written while a student at the university. Moreover, a number of
interested chemistry teachers at the City Colleges of Chicago .foreed a group
intent upon improving PLATO instruction and creating more chemistry lessons.
That project has created a dozen new lessons, now in,the last stages of
revision, especially designed for students with little or no background in
chemistry.

Still, there remain gaps in the normal classroom instruction curriculum
that have not been filled with suitable PLATO lessons. Although this
condition may be remedied in a few years, the problem is compounded by the
fact that there are 06 many different types of classes and so many different
,legitimate ways of presenting any single topic.

During the'past semester, approximately sixty lessons were offered,
dealing with topics such as background mathematics skills, the metric system,
solution chemistry, titrations, elements, compounds, 'chemical equations,
stoichiometry, and gases'. Miscellaneous lessons on a variety of topics not

easily classified were also included. A. catalog of one-page descriptions for
each available chemistry lesson can be obtained from PLATO XV Publications,
Computer-bised Education Research Laboratory, University of Illinois at
Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, Illinois 61801.

Usage/Data

4 The use made of lesson materials and the manner of their. -presentation
was left entirely to the discretion of.the classroom teacher, or to the
college deOttment. Consequently, the amount and kind of use varied consider-
ablybetVemeclasses during'Fall 1975. Comparisons should not, therefore,
be made among classes or schools, and evaluations should consider the exact
use made of.pLATO in each class.

. When exOtessed in amount of time, chemistry use was extensive. In most
'casesi'insquctors made PLATO lessons available to students for practice in
applying subject matter studied in the classroom. There is a noticeable
general reluctance to allow PLAT? to wholly replace classroom instruction on
any topic. pekhaps this can be attributed to'an unfamiliarity. with the
lessons available, or to a mistrust of letting a computer usurp the role of
the teacher. This teluctance may abate as lessons improve and as more lessons

_ become available: *

t
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Although most instructors designed their own curricula, a small number
neither used an existing curriculum of lessons nor designed an individual one;
rather they merelyolade available to their classes a large list of lessons
from which students could select topics to study. Unfortunately, this practice
usually produces a relatively iqpffective use of PLATO. Since students were
not directed toward lessons cementing the current class topic, PLATO was
not used to its fullest extent, depriving especially the weak students of
extra practice.

It has been suggested that as new lessons are developed, sample curricula
be provided to faculty by their colleges to permit instructors to select one
of several integrated programs of lessons with the intent of improving the
use of PLATO.

weir.

General Chemistry Usage'by glass and College for Pa 19751

College Class Students
2

Total Hours
2

hours/student
3

Kennedy -King 1 33 310.2 9.4
2 31 120.9 3.9
3 36 144.0 4.0
4 . 27 78.3 2.9
5 22 189.2 8.6

TOTAL 149 842.6

Malcolm X 1 29 342.2 11.8
2 36 241.2 6.7
3 39 319.8 8.2
4 28 86.8 3.1

5 39 163.8 4.2
6 37 351.5 9.5
7 . 11 111.1 10.1
8 25 80.0 3.2

TOTAL 244 1696.4 7.0

Parkland 1 22 269.7 12.3
2 23 273.7 11.9
3 18 240.4 13.4

TOTAL 63 783.8 12.4

Wright 1 44 488.4 11.1
2 27 91.8 3.4
3 36- 248.4 6.9
4 37 321.9 8.7
5 26 156.0 6.0

'TOTAL 170 1306.5 7.7

GRAND TOTAL 21 626 4629.3 7.4

1
Organic chemistry produced 191.6 additional hours (4% of total_use).

2Represents all students who Ever used PLATO in

3Since this also includes those who dropped the
the mean hours /st4dent fbr those who completed
approximately neater:

141
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CERL Support-

During Fall Semester 1975 CERL community college project staff pro-
vided the following service to the community colleges and to ETS in support
of the chemistry program:

(1) Collected student data which ETS'requested for possible use in compiling
its forthcoming evaluation report.

(2)' Reported the PLATO chemistry-use in the community colleges.

(3) Helped review new chemistry lessons designed by teachers in the City
*Colleges ofCbicago.

(4) Set up courses- for instructors and provided an on -line index of the
PLATO chemistry lessons available.

(5) Helped instructors with individual problems..

(6) Revised the written catalog of general chemistry lessons.
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor Ii-

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Principles of Chemistiy

*Enrollthent 18/15

Schedule during classtime; outside of class,
terminals reserved; outside of class,
terminals not reserved

PLATO Use replace class and/or lab, review and
practice, supplement homework, replace
homework

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

self

self, fellow instructor

course catalog, fellow instructor

yes

posttests, attitude surveys

'COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

1 Quantity of Lessons ess than sufficient.to-sufficient

Quality of Lessons hig tovery high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure

NouldYou Use .Your Own Time yes, on a limit'd basis
td Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

"First PLATO Contact U of I staff

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lelsons Programmed

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training U of I staff, fellow instructor

Years Teaching .13

Years,at this College 7 1/2

'Tenure

*Term beginning/end

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor *1

General

PLATO is an exciting tool and one that the instructor would hate to
be without. Like other mediums, it does not appeal equally to all but is
effective for some. Not all lessons are equally effectivedend student
attitudes appear to vary with the lesson. The lesson on Freezing Point
Depression, for example, turned off most students. Moreover, some frus-
tration is caused by capricious answer judging.

PLATO'S great strength is its capacity for drill and repetitidh.
It is about equivalent ineffectiveness to lectures. Students who do not
respond well to PLATO should be permitted to select classes that do not
require its use.

Use

Until this term, the instructor used PLATO only as a supplementary aid.
This term it was used as an integral part oi one section of Chemistry 101
to replace class time and as a supplement 'in Organic Chemistry. After ,

ETS evaluation is completed, the instructor would like to use PLATO with
an her sections but reduce the number of lessons u8ed.

Instructors should preview PLATO lessons to anticipate the students'
questions and difficulties. Prior claim preparation may be necessary for
some more difficult lessons.

Lessons

The course required the text Chemistry Principles by Masterson and
Slowinski; a second book, Chemistry Calculations by Sackhenn, was optional.
After the course syllabus was prepated, PLATO,lessons were chosen to fit
the topics of the course. Some PLATO lessons chosen were prompted by ETS.

In the future, the instructor would not use all the lessons presently included. '

The PLATO lessons are generally of a high quality but the quality of
individual lessons is uneven. Parts of some lessons are excellent while
other sections of the same lesson are quite bad. The learning level JIs
quite satisfactory although frequently the pedigogical approach is not that
of the instructor. Greater diversification of authors is necessary to get
in more viewpoints. Lessons should be written by community college
instructors and programmed by professionals.

More topics could be covered than are provided for by available
lessons. More lessoni are needed, especially lab simulations. A good
lab simulation could be developed for acid-base titration experiments.

Mechanics and Administration

The Chemistry 101 course was scheduled early and no scheduling problems
arose. The Organic Chemistry class which used PLATO as a supplement was
obliged to take time remaining after scheduled classes had been accommodated.
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Chemistry Instructor #1 -- continued

Two down periods of ten minutes each occurred in the 101 class period.
The instructor did not plan alternate work for the periods of interruption.

The instructor managed the course roster and$Bob Grandey the curriculum.
Although an ETS pretest was not given, she gave three topic taste and a
posttest.

The instructor thinks PLATO has made a difference in her career. She is
enthusiastic about PLATO and would like to develop some lessons other own.
PLATO makes the instructor work harder, for lesson development is difficult.
Perhaps too few instructors are willing to make the effort to participate
in the development of new materials.

Principles of Chemistry

11)

-

AO,

10 12 14 16 18

Usage distribution
Totals: 63 students, 787 hours. Average: 12.5
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #2

COURSE /NFORMATION

Name Principles of Chemistry

*Enrollment 1 -20/23

Schedule during,classtimet outside of class,
terminals reserved; outside of class,
terminals not reserved

PLATO Use replace classroom instruction and/or lab,
review and practice, supplement homework,
replace homework

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons-

. Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use YOur Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

self

self, fellow instructor

course catalk

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys-

appropriate

sufficient

high

50%,

0

not at present.

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact U of I staff

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none-
,

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73,- Fall 75

Source of PLATO. Training fellow instructor

Years Teaching 6

Years at this College .3 1/2

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end 146
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #2

General

4

Since not all students respond equally well to the:Seme kind of
instruction, one task of teaching is to tailor material:to a ktixed.audience...
This may result in multiple teaching methods in the same.classroom.
Although its effectiveness depends upon the attitudes of the student,
PLATO is an important parallel medium of instruction that provides a means
of reaching and retaining students who would otherWisibe lost through
indifference or incapaCity. It is not, in itself, a replacement.for
classroom lecture, discussion, and laboratory work, but it is ,better than
audio-visuals, workbooks, programmed instruction, or.drill in class.

_PLATO is most useful for students who do not require social closeness
or express themselves in gestures, who respond well to written communication,
are interested in the "aesthetics" of the material, Ar8 committed to.the
subject matter of the course, and are task oriented. PLATO is not as
effective for students without these characteristics.

PLATO provides a obange in the form of instruction that relieves
tension and boredom. Moreover, PLATQ's capacity for animation and'
individual response helps retain students' interest. PLATO offers
infinite review with infinite patience.

Lack of .clarity of questions or statements in the ledsons can be
frustrating, as can PLATO's inability to accept alternate Correct answers
or-mistyped answers unless specifically provided for in/ he program.

Finally, PLATO opens pOssibilities'for research in instruction that
may ultimately produce better teachers.

Use

PLATO was used both to replace class time and lectures and to supple-
ment classroom work. PLATO was occasionally used to introduce a lab
session. PLATO was not used, and should not be used, to wholly replace
traditional chemistry instruction.

140580/4

The course required the text Chemistry Principles by Masterson
and Slowinski; a second book, Chemistry Calculations by Sackhein, was
optional. Laboratory assignments were designed by the instructor.

Problem solving lessons are more easilyadapted to PLATO than are
theoretical lessons although some attempts have been made to reduce the
'difficulties of presenting theory, especially by Sob Grandey. Grandey's
lessons are generally of high quality. They have the benefit of extensive
use and refinement. The availability of the author to other instructors
and users has resulted in better and quiaer modification of lessons. The
instructohas written no lessons himself and uses Grandey's lessons whenever

1
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Chemistry InStructor #2 -- continued

possible. He previews lessons by other authors to see if they agree with
his teaching style and if the level fits his class. :He .has found that,
generally, lessons written in Chicago aim at a less. experienced audience.

Mechanics and Administration

The instructor managed his own curriculum and roster. He had no
trouble with scheduling PLATO time because he made his request early.
Bob Grandey, the author of the lessons used by the instructor, has provided
great help/-and has' been an invaluable source of information abdut PLATO
and the lesson content.

Teaching both PLATO and non-PLATO sections is.difficult because of
the difference in coverage between the text and PLATO lessons. The
ins ctor took part in the ETS survey; he gave a pretest, fourAopical
tes s, a posttest, and an attitude survey.

The instructor has psed PLATO data in his own research into differences
among learning styles.

Recommendations

The use of PLATO )in chemistry classes should be continued and expanded
to include pre-lab work, lab reports, and quizzes. Good instructors who
are competent to design PLATO lessons (e.g., Grandey) should.be given
release time to develop lessons. Lessons should be developed as quickly
as possible from subject matter, revised by the staff, and given to a
small number of students to test.

Students should be free to use lab lessons at their ownvonvenience.

Existing lessons could be improved by adding more reinforcing and per-
sonal responses, and by reprogramming to allow for more. alternate correct
answers and answers.with predictable typing errors. Finally, several
lessons covering the same material but designed for different audiences,
could be developed from a common subject matter.

Principles of Chemistry

Accumulated use. See Chemistry /nstructor41 for usage distribution data.
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor

COURSE-INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment.

Schedule

Principles of Chemistry

12/25

during class; outside of class, terminals

reserved; outside of class, terminals not
reserved

PLATO Use replace class and/or lab, review and
practice, supplement homework, replace
homework

Roster self

Curriculum self

lesson Source course catalog

-Lesson Preview yes

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE SUMMATION

Level of Lessons. appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient k

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx4 190%

Sessions Affected by Failure 1

Would You Use Your Own Time yes

to 1mprovePLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extensiori Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of. PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning /end

ti

7

149

A

U of I staff

none

5+

5+

1/2 time since,Fall 72, eramaersfull release

Fall 73. - Fall 75

self, U of r staff,

10

5

yss
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY .Chemistry Ineructor 13

-4

General

PLATO provides an alternate mtium of instruction that most students
seem to like, and May reach stdden who do not respond well to triditidn4.
teaching. Some students learn fast4, on PLATO and °get straightened OW
faster and Ogre easily whin they run into trouble, but there is AO evidence
that level performance is altered Good students remain good students
and poor stu ants remain poor ones. :Moreover, there is no evidence/that
PLATO instruction is retained longerlthan that provided by other Means.

A

PLATO holds students! attention more effectively (students generally
do not fall asleep in front of a PLAT terminal'as they occasiphally do in
class* although one such anecdote is.reported from Chicago),; Its answer-
judging capacity and animation make it better than workbooks or audio-
visual instruction. It is a better Medium for drill, since ij obliges* each
student to attempt to answer ell the questions and avoids the pitfall of
classroom drill in which a few cap le students carry the burdpi. of
response and discussion. By assuming the work of drill* PLATO frees the
instructor for individual attention problems which PLATO cannot address.

High cost of terminals make PLA a relatively expensive medium.
It can not replace lectures and demon ations, and it can not answer
unexpected questions. Cost of use mikes it impractical at present to use
a a for a textbook.

Use

PLATO was used as an integral part of the course tourtplace one to
two hours per week of classroom time. 'Another one to two hours were spent
in class.and three hours were given to labs.

Os

At present all chemistry students who ask are given access to PLATO,
at least as a supplementary tool, but the use of PLATO at this college after
the expiration of NSF funding is currently undecided. If PLATO it to be
treated as a supplementary resource* somewhat like a library* means will
have to be found for' aying for. it. It is not clear that this oculd ,be
done by charging students a lusage foe; for it is this college's praptice to
grant course credit for any instruction for which a fee is charge04 This* .

in turn, creates two problems. First, must a fee be charged to ail students
who use PLATO, whether or not they are enrolled in a course riguiring
PLATO? Second* if any student uses PLATO Leesons for courses in which he
is not enrolled* and a fee is charged, should he be given credit? Sevekal
possible solutions exist* but nonelhas so far been selected.

PLATO may be increasingly useful) as a data collecting instrument for
research, and is being explored is aft aaministrative tool for registration,
grade records keeping* and curriculum management;

)

10 4
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C emistry Instructor #3 -- continued

Sons

eCOUrse required the text ChemistryPrinciplesby Masterson
and S1 inski;,a second book,. Chemistry Calcul'ations by Ssckhenn, was
optional. Laboratory assignments were designed brew instructor'. .

The greatestproblem in the available lessons -- 70 - 80 forfreshman
,chemistry and approximately 30 for organic chemistry is not the divers
or lack of comprehensive organization, but uneven quality. Frequently
conflicting, arbitrary directions and requirement's- complicate the student's
task and frustrate him. For examplepsome lesions- equire that answers be
given in "units, ". but some companion lessons were indifferent to the use of
the term, and still others refused to accept it as part of the. answer.
Moreover, a good.lesson should have power answer judging capacity and
be able to tell the student what he has done ong. The instructor has written
15 - 20 polished.lessons'which work well in clan . 'He used these, as well
as some other lessons that fi s course, including some Written by Stan
Smith, Ruth Chabay, and Jim ohe quiere. He has rejected several lessons-

.,
including some of his own needing revision, which improPerly combine sub-
topics, emphasize matter,which'he considers:less important, or differ ins

philosophy or pedagogy.

s
,/ Generally, those lessons which-exp;oitPLAQ't Capability for graphics

and aniMationlwork best. The use bethe'lesson depends upon its nature.
Some lessoni are self-explanatory, but Others, including.lab simulations,
need some;preparation in class. All lessons shoUld"be reviewed after use

:.tovidentify students' problems.-

e .

New lesdons should not be made available without per review, although,
review shouIM.not include possible prohibition of the use of any

les ons. Since new instructors find, it difficult to evaluate's lesson from
the catalog description, it is useful to have greater information about
lessons but it would be offensive to the author's prerogative and practi-
callyundesirableto prohibit the release of lessons that are not uniformly\
satisfactory to all the faculty.

r.,

Mechanics and Administration

The instructor managed his own curriculum and roster.

No,serious mechanical problems were encountered, except for failure
of the slide projeCtors, which are virtually worthless. Microwave service
and terminal repair are both excellent. The occasional system crashes of
the past are becoming less frequent.

46
Scheduling has become more difficult because of the addition of auto

mechanics and electronics departments as users. Since most lases
meet between 9:00 a.m. and 1:00 p.m. loads are heaviest during those hours.
Some ECS overload problems have been created by students who site PLATO on
an unscheduled basis, or at times other than those for whfch;they have been
scheduled.

151
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Cheftisiry Instructor #3 -- continued

The instructor was unenthusiastic about the cooperation he received
front ETS, althopggproblemslwere fewer this term than before. He gave the
ETS1 pretest, th46 topical tests,. and a posttest.

Principles Of Chemistry
O 1

Accumulated use. See Chemistry Instructor #1 for.us4ge distribution data.
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.ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #4- "

COURSE INFORMATION

Name .°

*Enrollment

Schedule'

PLATO Use

,Boster

Curriculum

Le on Source.

Lesson eview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

\I A

Introduction ibgeneral Chemistry - 1

d5/2:g lasstj.me

review. nd practice, supplement hdme owr

site coordinator

self

course cataL4, fellowinstrU5,6XF:,

no

1

pretests, posttests,attitude survey

appropriate

Quantity of Lessons , sufficient

Quality of Lettons

% Lessons Previewed.(approx.)

Sesdions Affected by Failure

WoUld You Use ,Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction '

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

.0 of I Extension CoUrse.

PLATO Lessons Designed"

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Tide

Prior PLATO Use

Source ofPLATO Training

Years Teaching -

years at, this College

-Tenuxe

*Term beginning/end
I

I

153

igh
4T,

1

yes

College PLATO s

none

0

none
a

Fall 75

fellow instructor.

18

.18

1/yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #4

General
.

PLATO appears to have had a good effect on all students. It has .

held their interest and lowered attrition. Sharper' students covered more^
material but, otherwise, there has been no difference between ability
groupa'on PLATO. PLATO helps 'all understamd-tbe material and therefore
they like class better. PLATO has three main advantages: it can help the
student face and: solve problems he has,encountered; it can present material
in concise form; and it can arrange topics'progreisively so thee review is
mad easy. Moreover, if the student encounters prObleqs, the instructor
is there to provide an answer. Its diSadvantages ae.that a complete
failure renders itcompletely uselets,andthat a student can not locate
a topic without assistance.

NA

PLATO is better than a workbook, text, or tutors. 'It is equal to
audio-visual aids but not as successful as remaining media.

Use and Lessons

OiATOwas used during classtima to replabe classroom instruction, for
review and practice, and to supplement homework. It could also. be_used
for extra credit. In the futurep_the instructor would like to see it more
readily available for casual use. :-

Materials for the course included Seese and Daub's Basic Chemistry,
the department lab experiments) and same films. PLATO lessons were selected
to fitthe topics of the syllabus. PLATO lessons were suggested by PLATO
stiff at the college and by fellow instructors.

The best topics are formulas, chemical equations, atomic'and molecular
weights,. and percent compositions. The best lessons, available are those on
acidi, bases, and salts, lessons which give the student a chance to review
reactions. ',Most available lessons fit the syllabus well. The. leirning
level, of most lessons was appropriate. Although some seem\to be too
difficult, the probWi-meems to be inherent in the, subject matter, not in
the programming of elesson.

Iti_the future, the lessons should be designed to provide the-best
possible Motivation for students. New lessons on the pollution of sea-
water sh ld be added. New and existing lessons shoul not do too much
for the s enti lessons should encourage\students to t e otes and force
the students do the equations themselves:

Mechanics. and Admini atiOn

One total failurevofth
when t Occurred'the class wen

stem occurred during this semester and t

the laboratory for experiments.
-- Schedul g was_a_problemAn eo far a' e i-tructor\wanted an er hour

during 1 ratory period whiCh was not ava le, nor' as it pose le to
\ ----schedule t e for casual use.

154
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Chemistry Ins ctor #4 -- continued

Laboratory a istants managed the course roster aid provided general
assistance with PLA .

ETS tests were g ven and the results of the pretest were quite.
unsatisfactory, indica 'hg poop background' preparatioh amon# students.:

PLATOcan give a teacher-more time to spehd with! stud ts,,altho gh .

4 ithas not so far affected this instructor's classrooin me od. He co siders
that it has made his job more effective and given hini a l he woul not
dispense with.

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

Usage distribution

/
hr

1'6 18 at

Tot a I s: 26 students 157 hours. Averag : 6.11

155
Y



'41

133.

ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #5

COURSE rNFORNATJON

Name Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

*Enrollment 33/22

Schedule during classtime

PLATO Use

during

and practice, supplement homework'

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lessori Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

-COURSE EyALUATiON

Level of Lessons , appropriate

Quantity of Lesdons "more than sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure . 0
4

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to IMprove PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFWATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed'

. PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source Of PLATO Trainlbg

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

U of I stiff

0.

Siring 73, Videbeck, users; Fall 74,
JOrdan, intro

\

0

Summer 74, Slimmer 75

Fall 74 - Fall 75

credit course, U of I staff

8

8

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #5

,General

It is hard to evaluite the effect of PLATO on achievement because
lessons are so problem- ridden. Many are too long and 'Complicated. In this
class the problem is made worse by the fact that approximately half the
students are not really capable of,doing the work. PLATO hag taken away
time from lectures, is has the required testing. Brighter students seem
to enjoy PLATO more and poorer ones are confused by it. The in'tructor
suggests that the best source of information on attitude is the utudents
themselves. PLATO's chief advantage is that it demands student participation.
Its greatest disadvantage is that it takes a good deal of time and sometimes
the lessons fail for mechanical or programming reasons.

PLATO is better than a workbook, homework, drill, or programmed learn-
ing;,it is not as satisfactory as remaining media or forms of instruction
with-the exception of audio-visuals with which it is difficult to rank.

Use and Lessons

- PLATO was used during classtime for review and practice and to supple-
ment homework. In the future; the instructor would like to increase out -
of-class usage and decrease in-class use.

Texts for the course were Seese and Daub's Basic Chemistry and-the
departmental lab manual. PLATO lessons were reviewed the previous summer
aria were selected to match the course materials. In the future, short
lessons which offer adequate help will be chosen.

The instructor felt that many topics fit PLATO although none were
specifically named. Especially good lessons were those on the metric
system, scientific notation, mole concepts, and gas laws. Those lessons
were well stated in well arranged steps. Some twentrifour lessons fit
the instructor's syllabus well. No lessons were too easy, although the
lessons on nomenclature, chemistry calculations, and atomic structure were
too difficult because they were too long and required too much typing.
Lessons that involve mathematical operations are best suited to the unique
capabilities of PLATO.

In the future, lessons should be designed according to needs. Good
authors should be identified and be encouraged to write new lessons.
Additionally, new lessons should be shorter and teach basic concepts;
especially useful would be a new lesson in nomenclature. Present lessons
are too arbitrary and idiosyncratic in answer judging. Some standardization
should be developed in the use of execute keys.

Mechanics and Administration

No major mechanical failures occurred during the term. In previous
semesters, alternate class activities were planned for failures which
occurred early in the period. No scheduling problems arose. The instructor
managed her own class roster. She has taken two University of Illinois
extension courses in PLATO and has had early PLATO instruction from Jim
Ghesquiere.
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Chemistry Instructor #5 -- continued

ETSipretestsand posttests were given but the instructor does not
plan to usethem in the future. There is not enough time iricChemistry 121 1 4

to administer them and the quality of the tests is poor. e

Ideally, PLATO should take the drudgery out of teaching but only if
it is working properly. It does create extra work for the teacher but it
may be a valuable asset for professional advancement.

Introductioh to General Chemistry - 1

5

0

1),

,iiifi,nill,11. ,ii.n,[1,n,n,ri,,,,,n. 1 .111 hrs-
2 4 6 8 18 12 14' 16 18 '20

Usage distribution ..-

Totals: 37 students. 324 hours. Average: 8.8

158
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #6

11011.1.

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

irs

COURSE EVALUATION

Level.of Lesson'

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons D esigned

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Yeare Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

N
ss.

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

'29/20

during class'

replace class instruction and/or lab,
review and practice

self

self

course catalog, fellow instructor

yes

pretests, postteNts,'attitude surveys

Nappropriate

,iss than sufficient'

high

70% completely; 100% partially

0

yes

fellow instructor

spring 75, Jordan, intro; Spring 75,
Jordan, advanced

1

none

Spring 75, Fall 75

self, site coordinator, credit courses,
U of I staff; fellow instructor

10

7

yes

159
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY` Chemistry Instructor #6

General

PLATO is a useful tool that serves some students better than others.
Students like. PLATO and those who h4ve difficulty with traditional
instruction seem to like'it best. It is like a tutor. Students of average
abilities also seem to like it, a/thoulgh the best student was exempted
from use of PLATO because, for him, PLATO was not-ae fast as reading the
material from a text. NATO's interaction provides a kind of tutoring
that forces` students to assimilate skills in a series of learning steps.
Its chief disadvantage is that it is a slow medium. In all, PLATO is
better than audio-vieuaI aids, drill, and class discussion; its comparison
to workbook or text is uncertain. PLATO is not'as good as other media
which were suggested for comPsOson.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime as a 'substitute for some classroom_
instruction and for review and practice. The instructor is not certain
about /low he might use PLATO in the future but he wants it available, at

"least for those who do not respond to.other forms of instruction.

The primary instructionmaterialewere the teacher's own lecture notes.
Supplementary PLATO lessons were chosen from either the PLATO course
catalog or the hard-copy index, or were recommended by fellow instructors
or University of staff members. Lessons were selected which were
pertinent to the teaching intent of the instructor and which led to the
skills being tau0fit.

Topics which can be organized in terms of steps, especially drill and
mathematics calculations, suit PLATO. Especially good lessons were those
onrscientif notation, on the metric system, and on atomic structure.
Available le ons differ in utility. The instructor quite candidly
recognized t,some of his own lessons were too difficult for his classes.

In the future, it should be made easier for teachers to scan the
available lemons and to review them. New lessons on limier equations
should be designed and both new and old lessons should be designed so that
students who encounter no difficulty should be"able to skip easy, unchal-
lenging, or repetitious material.

Mechanics and Administration .

Virtually no mechanical problems occurred during the term and scheduling
has been adequate. The instructor managed his own course roster with the
help of laboratory. Aides when classes were large. The instructor has
taken University of Illinois extension co ses and-bas lied the assistance
of Richard Neapolitan, Jane Guagliard and laboratory aides in the use of
PLATO.

ETS tests, which the instructor sees as screening device'', were give4.

160
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Chemistry InstructorS6 -- continued

PLATO should be available for those who want to use it but it will

not revolutionize teaching, In the future, the instructor plans to be
more selective in what goes into his index of lessons; he plans to weed

out the poor or inappropriate programs. So far, he sees no impact of

PLATO on his career.

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

5

hrs
2 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

0 Usage distribution
Totals: 36 students, 248 hours. Average: 6.9

161
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Chemistry Instructor #7

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule 4

PLAT0 tise
A

.Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

'ETS

e

COURSE EVALUATION

Lever of Lessons.

Quantity of Lessons

Quality Of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

. Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your OWTime
to ImRrove PLATO Instruction

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

35/16

outside of class,, terminals reserved

review and practice, supplement homework

site coordinator

self

course catalog, college PLATO staff

no

no

a4ropriate

more than sufficient.

high

-0%

1

yes

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 1.

PLATO Lesions Programmed. 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO. Use ,Summer 74,' Fall 74, Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

site coordinator, asst site coordinator,
-U of I staff

12

4

Yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor.#7

Gineral

PLATO has had no discernible influence on atudent'achievement, perhaps
)Because students do not use it enough. Better students accomplish PLATO
lessons faster; students slow in class are equally slow on PLATO.. However'
students appaiently do like PLATO, and they do use it on a' voluntary basis;
sharper students appear tO like it mote. Even though PLATO may not alter
the achievement patterns within the class, it is'itill a medium with tremen- .

dous ,intellectual appeal and appears to-have some measurable' effect; qtudents
seem td be learning since their speed through. the lessons increases. Outside
of its occasional mechanical and programming unreliability) PLATOchas no
real disadvantages.

The instructor views PLATO as better than homework or drill. He
thinks it less adequate than lab.) discussion, lecture) or a text. It is
,similar in effectiveness to other instructional media.

Ube and Lessons

PLATO terminals were reserved for chemistry students outside Icheduled
classtime and the lessons used were for review and practice and to isupple-
ment homework. The instructor contemplates no change in his use but would
.like to see a hard copy of chemistry lessons on the system. He would also
like to tie PLATO in with the Respondet system at Malcolm X and to use PLATO

. ,

for testing) not merely for drill.

The text for the course was Heine's Introduction to Chemistry Laboratory..
Appropriate "LAT° lessons were selected from the on-line index with the
assistance of Mite Yamada. Lessons were selected to fit.otudent needs and
the course syllabus.

The topics best for PLATO are the metric system, measurement,
nomenclature, and some mathematics materials. The instructor especially
identified Nomenclature and Periodic Table) lessons by Mita Yamada) as
particularly good. Nomenclature is excellent because it.is exceptionally
lucid and is ptogrammed to let the student run easily through the lesson.
The topics and lessons named, as well as the introductory lesson, best fit -

the instructor's syllabus. No lesson was too difficult although some students'
lacked background and some students may have had difficulty adjusting to
the different writing styles of the several authors%

In the future) the instructor would like to see lessons first develo
on paper) before they are programmed, and designed to lend themselves
effective testing. They then should be programmed and tied in with the
Malcolm X Responder system. Additional lessons) espicially game lessons,
in quantitative analysis and organic chemistry geared for the community
college student should be developed.- Also useful would be lessons on
instruction in the use of Merchant and Frieden calculators. Present add
future lessons should be. edited more thoroughly by their authors to catCh
all mistakes and spelling errors and to expand the use ofth, OATA) and
LAB keys to provide more options to take student, out ofid

rficultiji
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Chemistry Instructor #7 -- continued

Mechanicsand.Administration

Only one PLATO session was affectedibymechanical problems' the Only
scheduling difficulty seemed to be that students did not fully use the
time set aside for them.

4
The instructor managed his own roster, although Joan Sweeny and Mits

Yamada entered students from time to time, a procedure made neCessary by
the fact that.PLATO was not being used during scheduled.classtime. Yamada
and Sweany, as weal as other faculty, also helped with the use of PLATO.

FATS tats were not given, although the instructor would like to use
them in .thit future.

06

The instructor sees PLATO- as an impoFteft aid opefeeit and expending
potential but one which will not replace teactierso- It has provided him
with exAerience in other media and he would like to design apurth year
high school curriOulum in the form of a router for self-studys in chemistry.

,i-
,I

, intkoductiOn to General Chan try - 1

IA

5

a a I v hrs'
8 10 12 .14.` 16 18 20

Usage distributin
Tetels: 28 stu lents. 86 hc7.urs. Hverager 3.1

I
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #8

COURSE INFORMATION

Name'

*Enrollment

achedu

*1&"
PLO' .Uses

Ro

Cu 4p um

Le son So roe

L son Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level, of Lessons

Quantity oc..L.essons

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (aiSprox.) 100% , \
3

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to.../mprove PLATO Instruction

*44

4

\.
site coordinator

self, site coordinator

4

Introduction to Geheral Chernistry. - 1

40/24 #

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved N

.

t.

.
,.review and practice, supplement homework,
extra credit \ -1-.,

course catalog

yes

pretests, posttests, attit e surveys

,,

appropriate

Sufficient, but weak'in

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact bcollege PLATO staff

U of X,Extensiou Course none

PLATO LesSons-Designed 0

PLATO Lessons PtOgrammed 0

Release Tine Spring 75

irior PLATO Use Summer 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATOTtaining site coordinator.

Years Teaching 6

Years at Olt College 4 it/

4
4 a

'Tenure . yes

*Tembeginning(end

165
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instruc-t #8

General

PLATO has apparently had 'at least ibmeMe surable effect on, a
students. One "D" student was able to,imprOve the "C" level; moreover;
the distribution of grades in non-PLATO classes,is re normal. Fewer
"F"s have een recorded in the' PLATO.classeS; whthe or not this is due
to the inf uence of PLATO exclusively is uncertain,. Ca ble'students
seem to 1 e PLATO more, although a.few students cut cla ather'than
use, PLATO.,-

. z ,.

.
,

PLATO's great advantage is that it provides 'individual at ration.

Its greatest drawback is that it does not always respond to errqrso ivii4TO
is not aS satisf story as a text; a lecturep'or a laboratory. It is better
than any other alt ate form of instruction dr aid. t -

..

,

Use and Lessons ."
to

PLATO, was used in this chedistry course durineclasstime ana\outside
of class with,no reservion of,terminals to providereview idd practice,

' to supplement homework, and to gain extra credit. In the future,. the
'instructor would rike to have PLATO available fbr more casual, se, to
limit use during class to one hour a week.

The text for the course was Hyatt's Foundationsof.College Chemistry.
All the available chemistry lessons wete reviewed by the instructor and
appropriate materials selected according to the class level and the topics
to be covered. '

Many topics fit PLATO, and the instructor did not identify those'
which, were. best; !lb especially good lessons were identified,. Although
there is not much'animation in the chemistry materialrinott of the

, lessons effectively utilize PLATO's special characteristics. Many of

the available lessons fit the course syllabus well. Learning_ level

seemed appropriate, although the instructor feels that the lessons on
molarity may be too difficult.

. ,

Devel -ant \if MaIerials by committee seems ra ther clumsy. In the

fu re, per aps lessons ought to be first developed and then reviewed.
More lesson need 'po be developed to help the student learn to think.
Espec lly Useful would be more lessons correlating electronic structure
to the eriodic table. A better nomencla re lesson should be
designed.

No severe me6hanical problems occurred.durin this semester
because the instructor selected an afternoon class 'pecifically because
of PLATO was less used then, there were no schedulin problems.

Mechanics ad

Mits Yamada and Joan Sweany managed the class roper and, Gary Peitz
. provided assistance in the use of PLATO.
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for #8 7,--continue

ETS tests were given: they seem t be roving over previous years.

PLATo'1.-s a different medium which ha ma the instructor's career a
bit more exciting. It can eliminate the ,c1g of exercise in class
and has the potential of introducing new dis s on material into'the
classroom. . v .

Introditction to General Chemistry -

A

.4,9 in n+
2 '4 6

'Usage distr.
Totals: 36' stu

I" 19 ' 1171' '4 Lnini L hrs
S. '121 ;12 \14 16 ,18 20

ti on't on ,,I
tints; 238 ours.. Rverage:,12_6.6
N._ s*-

O
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ID NUMBE) Chemistry Instructor #9

cadsc INFORMATION

watid

)..enroriment
ti

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSEEVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% LeSsons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Fail re

Would You Use Your OWItTime
to Improve PLATO Instifictipn

\ INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

\ First PLATO Contact

\
U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years.at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

Introduction to General. Chemistry - 1

30/20

during class; outside of lass, terminals
reserved; outside of clay terminals not
reserved

review and practice, supplement homework

self

self

course catallog

yes '

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate

sufficient

average.

100%

1

yes

college PLATO staff

none-

4

0 .

Spring 75

Spring 74 - Fali 75

self, site coordinator,
nator, U of I staff

10

4

yes

163
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY ` Chemistry Instructor #9

No interview conchicted

/
..

/

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

/ U5 ution e

Totals: stu" s, 342 hours. Average: 11.8.

169
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Chemistry Instructor #10

MSc Ii1FORMATION

Name -

*Enrollment

Sc6Aule

P TOqlse

Ro ter

Cur tculum

Lessd Source

Lesson Preview .

ETS

COURSE ATION

Level o Lessons, propriate

Quantity of Lessons, less t

spuality o Lessons low

% Lessons reviewed (approx.) 75%

Sessions A fected by Failure 1 (interrupted)

Would You Use Your Own Time yes:

to Improve PLATO Instruction

q.

Intoduction to General Chemistry - 1

40/28

during classtime

review and practice

self, site Coordinator

self 411,

con-fee-catalog

some

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

fficient

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First.FLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Ext ion Course none

PLATO Lessons Déiqne1 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73 - Fall 75

SOurce of PLATO Training self

Years Teaching . 4

Years at this College 4
. -

'Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end

170
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #10

No interview conducted.

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1

.

i.

1
n

i
11

I

ri
i

n
1
[I

i

ri
I

01. ,11 ininini
1 Inhni hrs

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

.Usage distribution
Totals: 39 students p 318 hours. Average: 8 . 2

.

\ 171

.II

e
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #11

COURSE /NiORMAT/ON

Name-

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

.Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

t Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve'PLUO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of P Training

Years ching

___Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

Introduction to General Chemistry:- 1

32/16

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice, supplement homework

self

self

fellow instructor

no

attitude survey

p

appropriate

sufficient

average

0%

1

no

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Spring 74 - Fall 75

self

14

8

yes

172
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- ChemOtry Instructor #11

General

According to this instructOr, the influence of PLATO is hard to
evaluate but she assumed it must be doing some good and continues to
use it. Most students seem ta,like PLATO and' -theritappears to be no
correlation between attitude toward it and learning ability. Good
Students movelaster on PLATO but poorer students encounter more
questions.

PLAiO's great strength is that it requires everystudent topartici-
pate; its repetition and individual encouragement provide a good form of
drill. Finally, it frees the-teacher to work with small groups of
students while others are occupied on PLATO. Poor lessons antagonize
students and produce poor results. Incorrect answers must be anticipated
and planned for in%the lesson and provision must be made for alternate
correct answers. .01 all the alternative medial, PLATO is better thafi only
programmed le!" and possibly, morkbooks.

Use and Lessons 'A

PLATO was used to replade classtime less than two hours every three
weeks. It was also-made available to studehts for review-and practice on'
their own time on art unscheduled basis. The lessons chosen were selected
to supplement classroom materials rather than to replace thaw. NO change
is planned in the future use of PLATO.

The basic materials for the course were a text by Seesi and Daub,
a lab manual, and Chemical Calculations Series B by Sackheim. PLATO lessons
wer#selected from a printed index and fromMs. Bonds's supplement and were
reviewed prior to use by the class-

Limited concrete topics such ad gas laws suit PLATO best, and Benca's
lesson on gas laws is a particularly good example of an effective lesson;
it makes good use ofPLATO's visual capabilities and its learning level
fits the students well.

All the available lessdns were helpful although the lesson Nuclear
Structure was confusing. New lessons should be developed on the relation-
ship of atomic structure to the periodio table and on the use of the slide
rule. In the future, special attention should be paid to learning level
and audience. In this instructor's opinion, there is no such thing as a
lesson_ hat is too simply presented. Existing lessens could be improved t*
the addition of alteknate correct answers and cues which till the student
the-source of his error.

Mechinias and Adm41stration

Fewer mechanical problems occurred tas semester than last although
there was some difficulty stheduling a convenient hour for the course.
The instructor managedher own roster and curriculum and was assisted in
the management of the course by Errol Magidson. ETS posttests and student

173
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Chemistry Instructor #11 -- continu,d

questionnaires were administered./ So far PLATO has made no significant
impact on this instructor's carer. 4

If full and, effectivi commitment is to.be made to PLATO, then release
time will have to be granted to instructors to prepare and review materials.
OtherWise, the considerable resources of time and energy that are neces-
sary to master PLATO and make it an effective tool may preclude extensive
use by instructors.

/I

Introduction to Gen= al Chemistry - 1

,n 6n,
4 6

i

In' I inl inl- ' I ' I inlhrs
8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 36 students, 143 hours. Average: 4.0

I

17
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ID NUMBER
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Chemistry InstructOr #12_

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO. Use__

Roster

Cur culum

Lessoll Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

-Quantity of LessonS1

Quality of Lessons

Lessons PreViewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOri INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Piogrammed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source Of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

175

I

Introductioncto General Chemistry-- 1

25/20

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice, supplement homework,
extra credit

asst site coordinator

self, asst site coordinator

course catalog

some

pretests, attitude surveys

no response

sufficieL

no res:ponse

A5%

:2

no

fellow instructor

.none-

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

site coordinator,

4

3

yes

40'

asst site coordinator
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INTE ZEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry instructor #1'2

Overall, no evaluationan be made of on achieve-
merit, PLATO may make no difference irrespect the ability of the
student. While some students like PLATO, an e 1 number do net. There
seems to be no relationship between attitude toward PLATO and ability.
PLATO can do the arithmetic calculations for students. whiCh'iay permit
them to concentrat,!almore.on the principles of chemistry. On the other hand
students demo ate they can perform on PLATO but can not apply the
Principles ttiey learn to other work. On.the whole; of the suggested'
instruction activities, PLATO is better than only class drill. Et is
not alytatisfactory_ek-a-workbook, text, lecture, or class discussion.
It really can not be compared tc;Cther media.

Use 'and Lessons

//
*-4 PLATO wasused to/teplaCe in-claffi time for drill and as an additional .

aid which students eld use at their convenience. PLATO seems to consume
an inordinate amoun of time to accomplish 'work that might be done more
simply in clase.y more traditional methods.and its use will probably be
reduced to less than one class hour per week in the future. It may
also be used as a class supplement for individual study, especially for
the able"students who are looking for additional material.

The basic materials for the course were Basic Chemistry by Seese and
Daub, the workbook by Sackheim, and audio-visual materials. Appropriate
PLATO lessons were chosen by the instructor from the on -line catalog.

Problem solving topics best suit PLATO. Tor her class, 'the best

lessons were thosen written by the Kennedy -Eing facultZ; those written
by the University of Illinois staff are less satisfactory. Lessons
on gas laws and the metric system beet fit the instructor's syllabus.
While no individual' lesson can be named, some lessons are more difficult
than is desirable.

Quantity of lessons is more than adequate but quality needs improve-
ment. Obvious errors in-lessons should be caught, especially by the
authors. Ideally, the instructor, or someone she familiar with the
course syllabus, should write the lessons.

Mechanics and Administration

Too many mechanical problemss.especiaIWierminal failure, occurred,
resulting in insufficient terminals to serve the class. Moreover, two-
hour classee are difficult to schedule on PLATO, frequently terminal time
for the second hour will not be available.

Laboratory aides maintained the rooter and provided assistance in the
administration of the course; Errol Magidson also provided assistance.

ETS attitude surveys and some posttests were given.

1 7 6 7
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Chemistry.Instrudtor #12 -- continued.

The instructor estimates that PLATO will have little impact on the

teaching career/ t has-fiCt7affected her Classroom teaching so far.

Technical problemsind the considerable time needed tw,prepare and program

lessons may compromise its use.
. ,

1'

I
Introduction to General. Chemistry - 1

-
5

C

t .

4

1

.2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

Usage dIstribution
Totals: 31 students, 124 hours. Average: 4.0

18

1

177

I.

4:

hrs.
20
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ID NUMBER.' Chiiistry Instructlir #13

COURSE INFORMATION

Name
.

.#,Bnrollment

Schedule

- PLATO Use

Roster'

Curricula:a'

Lesson Source

Iiinftson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons .

Quantity ofLessaas

Quality of Lissona .

% Lessons PrevieWee-

pissions Afgoicted by Failure

/ Would Your Use Your Own Time
to Improve PalaIdstruction

.4

. ,

Introduciamito-Sanakal Chlgatry -.1

.23/18
. ,t ,t

during' clasp; o utside Of'cliss, terminals.
not' reserved , e

6
.

2 replace-claas.inatiuctiOn and/or-lib,
,re4ielwAnd practice ;

seU, asst site coordinator

golf

catalog, hard-copy inaeX

'yea`
4

pretists, posttests., attitude iurvay*
:

.4*

//
/f INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION'

First PLATOContadt \

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons laesStined

PLATO Lessons Prograimed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years'at this College

Tenure

*Ter* beginning/0M

r

apprOprAete

more than sufficient

very high.

10(s

yes
A .

U of 'I extension coarse,
4

Summer 72, vidibecks intro;, Pall 72,
Videbeck, authors

3
f

spring 73, Surer 73, Spring 74, Spring 75,
ummer-75

Pall 73 - Fall 75 (except Summer 75)

self, site coordinator, fellow instructor,
credit course

13

9

yes ".

178

1.

Oft

a.
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. INTERVIEW SUMMARY --Chemistry Instructor #13

General.
r

pLATO's effectiveness andstudents' attitude toward it frequently
depend upon the abilities of the students. Better students log more time
on PLATO, but it:is,not'clear that they are better students because thel',
use PLATO or. that thek use-PLATO'because-they are better students. PLATO

. is probably.most effective for the wC" student, or.very good studerits who
Ant to cover lOtsoaf'material fast. In contrast, "D" and "P".students
put tn;a great del of time on PLATO without improvement, although.even
gor,poor,studenis PLATO may be of sgme value. One student repeating the
course raised his grade ta a-"c;" probably through the aid of PLATO.
The greatest 'frustration with PLATO seems to be felt by those with learning
difficulties.

PLATO's greatest itudh9th is that it cart -- us attention on a partic-1/
.ular topic and,,cari individually guide'and direlf-the Study of those who /

. have difficulty'with the topics VtATO'swehief disadvantage is that it
'demands time that would'otherigiaa be spent. in lecture or lab;

.

-PLATO is superior to lectures,- lab, and to workbooks; it is not '
equabto homework or a text. It,is$iedifferent respectsp boIh bet er
and worse than other forms of instruction.

Use and Lessons

The class used Seese and Daub's Basic Chemistry; the text/was supple-
mented with Sackheim's workbookfranethe,inatructot's own ch ittry experi7,
mentS, provided on dittos. The instructor chose lessons f the current
catalOg of,chemistry lessonsand from a hard-copy index ap,d,previewed them
to determine which would be used 'in the course. Sip is most adamant ,
that only lessons which have been,previewed be:used.

The- topics which can be very cloSely structured best suit PLATO,
and almokt all the essential topics era new coVered...,,Most of the available
lessons are 4u4te.goqa, an4 most exploit all of PLATOIA uniq40 caPabilitieS '

with the,-exception of animition. All ofthe lessons useer.fit the instructor's
,Syliabusnicelys, While the learning level of mostAlessons was satisfactory,
osome,lessons are. too long. Less material should becovege4 on PLATO than
c d be covered in the same time in a diff 00tmediuM. If the present
Las s-are.lacking in any way, is in thei lack of humor and graphics;
lesso should be written tome 4e tram more in resting and less dry.

Mechanic and Administration
\

4 \

,-' Some mechanical failures occurred this term bu they were not\seriou
the system was generally reliable, unlike the.past Where Wile classtime wa
completely lost due tO,,system failure. Schedtlinglias difficult this term °
in. so far as the instructor wanted to schedule a different class for PLATO

..thaa she was able. Inithe future,-.she would like,t6 see. it available for ,

all students. PLATO was used botkdurling classtime and' during non-clasitiMe
on aintin-icheduled.basie, both to replace classroom instruction and for v

,,.

ik ., A,

.4,
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Chggistry Instructor #13 -- continued

review and practise.-
ass4tance was provid

0
TO ha
e her more a
al, PLATO f

7'

nford Rush entered the/class roster a d additiOnal
by the laboratory assistants and Err '-1 Magidsan.

. ,

added mote 'fun to 'this instructor's teachi
re of the steps involved in teaching
es a teacher to improve; it can id

se140 plan and organizes poorly. PLATO imposes the need
semester fully and adequately= it should make teacher
of how tin* should be spent. To uae PLATO most effect
reviewed fiequently to see if the students havVdone
much time Tris spent accomplishing theU.

' 1
ETS pretests, posttests

has ma
In gene

carper and it
tal concept.

teacher
anize the
onscious

records must be
sons and how

and attitude surveys A/ere

'introduction Ito 'General Chemistry - 1

°

give.

A.*

5.

rq

I

.1.

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 '20

Usage distribution
Toialst 33 students, 109 hours. Average:

4

ah

a

9.4

t?

hrs
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Ib NUMBER . Chemistry Instructor #14

0

COURSE TNFORMATfON

Name

**Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson 'Preview

Introduction to General Chemistry - 1 1'

30/35

'during, blIss; outside of class, terminals
Nreserfta

review and practice, supp lement homework

self 4
self'

coursecatalog

yes
. .

pretests, posttests

.COURSE' EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

QUalit\of Lessons high

t Lessons,Previewed (approx.) 10%

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time a yes
to Improve PLATO Instructi

0

IOSTRUCTOR.INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact U of I .staff

U of I Extension Course none\

PLATO Lessons Designed -A. 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 1

Release Time Summer 73

Prior PLATO Use g- , Spring 74, Fall 74, FAL 75 .

Source of PLATO Trainiin self-

Years Teaching \ 8

Years at this Cortege \ 5

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end

,4

4

0

at

e
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INTERVIEW ipMMARY Chemisity Instructor #14

General

PLATO is especially useful for weak students, although good students
can profit by it alio. The latter are enabled, to work faster and farther
than they would be able to otherwise. Most students seem toylike PLATO
And there seems to be no r4latOon betweeA learning ability and attitude
toward PLATO. PLATO is especially useful for tgtoring and has mo major
disadvanlages., It is more effective than audioTfisual aids, progtammed
learning, and tutors. It is equally effective as homework but worse than

suggested media and other forms of instruction.

ti Usetand.Lessons

Texts for the course Were Foundations 'of College Chemistry-by Heins and
accompanying lab manual, teed iu the introductory cour and College

byNebergal,used in the eneral chemistry co se. Available
ssons were reviewed and sel edto match the aurae syllabus.

Manystopics worked well on PLATO. iheInstructoi was. particularly
impre ed by the lessons written by Profe4pOr'Smitil of the chemistry
departm nt at thep;baha campus of the University of filings. Smith's
lessons e well orgaklized aad permit the student to proceed through
rabidly. sreover, Piofetsor Smith's lessons explolPLATO's unique
c acteria as particularly well and fit the' nstructor's.course syllabus.
In enetal, learning level of the available leisons is not too eisy:

. some although one ilere mentioned by name, may be too difficult.

In future using teachers should select the lessons which fit
their couri" rship Of lessons, is less important than the quality

,

'of the'program ves. Most ,firtportant'lie the elimination of
.

mechanical and p iug problems which antagonize the students. Additiohally,

new lessons in basic ematice for chemistiy.ltould be useful. Special . . -

attention shoUld:te pal learning 1pvel of lessons.' No lesson should
be too difficult forthe udent audience. Moreover, lessons which require
problem solving demand eachspudenes participation.

.A.. -
Mechanics anal Adminibtration -, . :.,

\ .

No mechanical failures occurred during the term. The ins r -s
obliged to pick a less convenient time for his PLATO sessions =n he wou

1\

have preferred, 2:00 p.m. in the afternoon, a time when c s not in
session. He sees, as the end to this scheduling difficdlty, more terminals.
He would also like to see more terminals available for casual use at un'

gi,

.
.sched4ed times.

° Mits Yamada provided assistance with PLATO and managed e course
roster although the instructor is capable of doing so.

The course had no ETS contact.

The instructor feels that PLA may have an addiCtive effect and may

affect the'teaching profession, although at has not, so lerp.affeated his
classroom performance or had any effect on his career.

I
\t\
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Chemistry Instructor #14 -- continued

/ntroduction to Gengral Chemistry - 1

.1.,0 .

0 .....1); 4

C

-*

5 -

[11'11 11 11.[1,n.. i I hr.
2 4 6 8 III J2 14 16 18. 21

Usage-distribution
Totals: 25 students, 84'hours. Ayerage: 3.4

.'N
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Chemistry Instructor #15

COURSE INFORMATION

Naie General Chemistry - 1

*Enrollment 36119

Schedule outside of class; terminals not reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, replac homework

Roster site coordinator, asst site oordinator

Curriculum 'self

-Lesson Source course catalog 1110

Lesson Preview no

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION 4

Level of Lessons \ appropriate

Quanta essons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

25%

no

t Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure not applicable

Would You Use YoOr Own Time no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

'4

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO.Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

,,.Release Time none

..Prior PLATO Use -Spring 74, Fall 74, Fall 73--

Source of PLATO Training

Years

Years at.thi College

Tenure

*TerM.44beginning/end

east site coordinator, fellow instructor

33

24

yes

lry
4

,
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #15

No interview conducted.

General Chemistry - 1

5

'1'1 Jhrs
6 8 10 1 14 16 18 20

Usagelistribution .

Totals: 27 students, 90 hours. Average: 3.3'
J

105

A

p
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ID,NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #16

COURSE INFORMATION

N e

E llment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

General Chemistry - 1

41/26

during classtime

review and practice, supplement homework

self, college.PLATO staff

self

college PLATO staff, fellow instructor

yes

pretests, -pcmttesta, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons more thAn sufficient*

QUality of Lessons high

t Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50t

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would Use Your Own Time yes

to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO CoUtact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Design4d

,PLATO lassons Programmed

Release Time

re Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

years T c4ng

Years at th ollege

.Tenure

*Term beginrg/end

F

college faculty meeting

none

2

0

Spring 75

Spring 75, Pall 75

fellow .ingti-uctor, site coordinator

4

. f

186

X
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chem try Instructor #16

General

PLATO rewards t e who,are interested enough to use it regularly)
not necessarily g ted students. Those who do' use it more seem to like
it more) although in this class of Chemistry 201 there was a severe
attrition problem for reasons that are uncertain, but many students simply
avoided-the-PLATO sessions. PLATO provides more practice and helps tutor
the student at his own pace but when inflexible answer judging refuses to
accept the correct answers students are antagonized and discouraged from
finishing the lesson. In comparison with other media, PLATO is clearly
better than drill in class and, perhaps, better than programmed learning.
It is not-as good as audio-visual instruction, homework,, lecture, tutors,
class discussion, and labs.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was'used during classtime for review and practice and to supple-
ment homework. While the instructor is not entirely satisfied with this
use of PLATO, he is not sure how. It might be better used in the future
except that he would like it more readily available to be used casually
by the student according to,,bis own schedule. The text for the course
was College Chemistry-by Nebergal et al. Appropriate PLATO lessons were
chosen from the printed catalog with the advice of PLATO lab-assistants.

)

The topic best suited to PLATO was nomenclature; the lessons on gas
laws, nomenclature) and the metric system were best because the students
were given immediate positive feedback. The same lessons also best fit
the instructor's syllabus. Many lessons satisfactorily employed PtATO's
special 'Capabilities and the learning level of most is satisfactory,
although inTleXAble answer judging makts some lessons more difficult than
they need bee "In the future, a lesson on pH would be a useful addition,
and present and future lessens ought to decreage'the number of exercises
and explain the theory and practice of the experiment in greater detail.
The instructor' ould like to see the review board composed of students as
well as faculty to assist authors in drawing up new lessons.

%

hanics and Administration

6 ;Neither mechanical nor scheduling problems occurred this teem: The
instructor did not manage hieewn course roster; students were enrolled (

either by Jos 4 Sweeny or Mr. Tebbe. Tabba,. Sweeny) and Yamada helped
1 with the use af PLATO.

ETS tests and attitude surveys were given and Seeme:to intiMidate-
many students.

This` instructor is. no longer worried about the poshibility that PLATO
may replace instructors: PLATO dies not succeed with all studehti and It
can not provide total instruction for any. It J.Z. a very good Classroom

Aid and he has obtained several teaching ideas from PLATO lessons.' As an,
author-programmer, he has learned about other teachers'40thods in his
designing chemistry programsto

187
4
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CheMistry Instructor #16 -- continued

General Chemistry - 1

10

"IS 7

5

. ni fl
.

..
.

1 I
in.nin, Ininini I

' 1 l 1 ' 1 hrs
8 2 4 6 8 . 10 12 14 16 18 20

,

Usage distribution
Totals: 39 students', 167 hours. ,Average: 4.3

<

6
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./I0 NUMBER Chemistry instructor #17

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster.

Curriculum

Lesson SoUrce

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Leiel.of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lpsions

% Lessons- Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure.

'Would You Use Your Owd Time
to Improve PLATO instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION
i°

First PLA Contas,t -

U of X ension Course

PLATO essons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Releasc,Time

Prior iLATO Use

Source of,PLATO Training

Years leaching

Year at this College

Tenure

r

General Chemistry - 1

40/23

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice, supplement homework

site coordinator

self, site coordinator

course catalog, fellow instructor,TJ of X
staff

'some

-pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate

sufficient

average

80%

2"

yes

college PLATO staff

none

2

0

Spring 73, Spring

Pall 7.3 -.Fall 75 (eXcluding Summer 74)

selerg4te--emordinator

7

1/2\
yes

*Term'beginnini/end

189
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #17

Genera].

Students find PLATO easier than a text and more straightforward
but at. least some can not apply what they learn on PLATO to other contexts,
and for them the instructor must point out the relationship of the PLATO
materials to the text. Good students.are well motivated and like PLATIO;
students who rarely come to class dislike it. It is impossible to gay
now what effect PLATO has on achievement. PLATO can provide tutoring for
those.Who lack background in science and mathematics, although that poten-
tial advantage is minimal for those students vho do.not conceive of PLATO
as "real" instruction and do not appear for the PLATO sessions.

PLATO provides better instruction than workbooks, 'audio-visual aids,
homework, or a text. It can not '26 the,work of class drill, programmed
learning, lecture, tutors, class discussion or laboratory.

0.,
Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime and outside of class on an unschedhled
basis for review and practice'and to suppledent homework. It was not used
to wholly replace classroom instruction for any topic. In the future, the
instructor jould like to seePLATO used exclusively outside of classtime
under the supervision of a. competent chemistry tutor. He intends to make
up his on index of PLATO lessons and incorporate it into the syllabus of
the course.

,

The course used the text College Chemistry by Nebergal et al. and the
,handbook of Chemistry by Stoich. PLATO lessons conforming to the topics of
:the,syllabue were chosenlrom the on-line index.

Al; the topics, a ilable on PLATO help but especially 'useful are
math skills, scientific notations, and solutions. No particularly good 1.

lessons were identified -nor were lessons that, employed PLATO's special
characteristics well. All the chemistry leesons.did fit the course syllabus.
Thereviii,ixamrert; a need for spore math lemons and a, continuing requirement
fOr all:lessons to-be rewielmmIALud-arit19.10

Medhailics'anddministration

There' mike-dome mechanical interruptiow4:hii semester but only one
total failure of kthe system, whiohmoctrrreiltoo lati in the class hour to
salvage the remdihder onto- resume class. No scheduling problems arose.
Assis*Ince In PLATO was provided by Mite Yamada and Joan Sweeny, who also
managef the class tOeter.

The gess was given ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude surveys.
. .

P TO can be a good supplement to the,claesroosttmt it can not. replace
acher or theclassroom forum although it4my change. the nature of

e work that goeCon in the classroom somewhat. So far PLATO hap had no

A.:measurable
effect, 6n his career.

119 0
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hemietrrInstructor #17- - -.continued
.

For most effective use of PLATO, panels of teachers should'develop
the material according to the academic and pedagogic needs' of their own

-students. For example, lessons prepared at the Ufilversilty of Illinois

.0.

,.

seem too difficult in the community college. The classroom teacher who
. . must use the lessons best knows the requirements of, his audience and his

judgement can help achieve the fullest and best use of PLATO.

General Chemistry - 1

0
lJc.
Ag

lJ
0

`5

4 6 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage- distribut ion
Totals: 37 students, 351 11,-.',ursb Average! s 9.5

191

way-

hrs
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #18

M

169

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollsaent

Schedule

`PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculim

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE E/Z:TION

'Ayel a ssons

Quantity of Leesons

Qua4ty of Lessons
01

"----rILliesons,pre4iwed (approx2)

Sessions Affectid by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO InstructiOn

.

General Chemistry:.-

32/16

during classoutside-of class,' terminals
reserved

review and practice, supplement homew ork

site coordinator* east site coordinator

',self, site coordinator, east site
coordinator

.

course catalog, college PLATO staff

no

preteste, poittAets, attitude surveys

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release. Time

Prior PLATO Use

a

\
Source'of

i
PLATO Training

4

Years Tealsing

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

.)

appropriate

, sufficient

average

0
z

to

no

f

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Fall 73 Fall 75

eif;site coordinator,
coordinator

.3 1/2

3.1/2

yes

a

192

4.

exit site

4
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Chemistry Instructor #18

General

It is impossible to say if PLATO is successful in helping all students. --

Some students are clearly intrigued by PLATO but ,some are strongly antago.;
nized by it. There seems to be no correlation between ability and attitude
toward PLATO, except among stronger students, many of whom complain it is
too simple for them. PLATO can, however, break up a long lab period as a
kind of diversion and it provides good interaction which requires the
student to participate. It is not, however, real life" and that impairs

'its effectiveness as a replacement for laboratery. PLATO provides better
instruction than audio-visuals and perhaps Vetter than progragated learning wrieworsr"'
or is not as successful as all other forms of instructkOfferl

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used both during classtime and ou of classtime'with
terminals reserved. Lessons were chosen to ide both review and practice
and to supplement homwork.

After the Course syllabusAae established, PLATO lessons were chosen
from the curriculup catalo$001 PLATO lessons to fit theytopics covered in-the,
course. Of the-lessquallicaflable, none were exceptionally suitable although
most of the topics fit the syllabus satisfactorily. The lessons on gas laws
used PLATO's capabilities exceptionally well, chiefly in their exploitation
of graphics. Since there was such a wide range of abilities in the class,
it was difficult to generalize about the learning level of the lessons although
the instructor would like to see PLATO lessons more flexibly designed.
Students should be able to enter and exit at will, skip from one part to the
next, and return to already covered material as often as they like. Most
lessons would be improved with better answer judging.

.Mechanics and Administration

There were neither any total system failures nor recent mechanical
problems; the instructor reported no scheduling problems.

Errol'Magidson and Sanford Rush managed the roster and the curriculum
and helped the instructor use PLATO.

In spite of the instructor's disenchantment wi the whole ETS system,
ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude surveys were g ven. Not only are the
ETS tests more difficult than the course but they d not adequately test
the effectiveness of PLATO; PLATO develops mechanic 1 problem solving
abilities but the -ETS examinations test concepts.

The instructor may use PLATO more in the fat= if it proves success -
ful. At present, he sees little effect of PLATO on classroomipractice or
the teaching profession. It-has, however, made eas the task of teaching
night courses.

193
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Chemistry Instriwtor #187- continued

General Chemistry -.1

15

NM/

s.

.I trio ; I 1 * Ihrs
O 2 4 6' 8 18. 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
tajs: 27 students, 82 hours. Average: 3.0

j
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #19

,COURSE INFORMATION

Name General Chemistry - 1

*Enrollment 15/approx. 15

Sched4e during class, optional use outside class

PLATO USe review and practice

Rosier self, asst site coordinator

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview some

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons average

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 25%

Sessions Affected by Failure none

Would You -Use Your Own Time
tallimproye PLATO Instruction

V

yes

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact professional conferences

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time 0

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73, Spring 74, Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College.

Tenure yes

0

site coordinator, asst site coordinator

3 1/2

3 1/2

*Term beginning/end

195
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ID NUMBER Chemistry Instructor #20

COUREC INFORMATION

Name General Chemistry - 1

*Enrollment 10/7 A
.'-

Schedule during class? outside of class, terminals

not reserved
)

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster self, college PLATO staff=
. .

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview
11117

yes /
.

ETS pretests, posttests, attituasurveys

COURSE EVALUATION.

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension 9urse

PLATO Lessons D#1gned

PLATO Lessons/Orogrammed

Release Time/

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

appropriate

sufficient

average-,

50%

2

yes

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 7

self, site coordinator, asst Site
coordinator, fellow instructor

Years Teaching 9

Years at this College 4

Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end

197
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INTERVIEWSUNNARY -- Chemistry Instructor #2b

No interview conducted. .

-

General Chemistry - 1

0 2 4
In. I ,nin.ni inI ./n. I inihrs
6 8 10 12 14 16. 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 11 students, 111 hours. Average: 10.1

198
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ID NUMBER

176

Chemistry Instructor #21

COURSE INFORMATION._

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculwm

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (apjbrox.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contsat

U of_I Extension Cobrse

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO, Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use .

Source of P400 Training
.

Years Teachingl,

Years at this College's

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

.3

.r3--

:!,03jenfiral Chemistry-.- 1

4-2./28

4

s_

during.classiime; outside of class,
terminals not reserved.-

- -

review and- practice, supplement hexteWork "
.

self, asst site coordinator '," -

self

course catalog

some

no

appropriate

sufficient

high

10%

0

no

A

fi

/

fallen! inetruCtk

Spring 75, Jordan, intro

0

'0

none

Fall 75 -

. self, asst Site

9

199

yes

4 .

coordinator

4

te

Est:;.
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY Chemistry-Instructor #21

General

.Since this is the first term the instructor has used PLATO, he is not
sure of its effect on student achievement put students like to play with
the equipment. It is a valuable tool for reinforcement, although taxpayers
might well complain of its cost. PLATO is better than a workbook.* audio-
visual aids, and programmed learning. It is worse than homework, lecture,

.and-class discussion and equal to other media.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime and on an u4pcheduled.basis for review
and practice and to supplement homework; the instructor foresees no change
in its use in the future.

The class used a text by.Nebergal and Schmidt et el. plus a laboratory
workbook. Appropriate PLATO lessons were chosen from the hard -copy catalog.

iiifteen topics in the hard-copy catalog, not here identified, seemed'
appropriate to PLATO. Good lessons were found in every topic area. The
learning level of the lessons was.appropriate to. the cleat although some
lessons did not fully develop the material they might-have, No lessons were
identified as employing PLATO'S unique characteristics particularly well.
Some twenty lessons* also not identified, fit the instructor's syllabus
well.

In the future, lessons should be deve/oped by the teacheis who'actually
teach the course. Lessons should be improved by providitig better step-by-
step development within the topics. Moreover, lesson programming should
be improved to keep better track of student progress and to give credit for
units completed.

Mechanics and Administration

Only minor mechanical problems occurred; scheduling problems were not
severe, although a class size of forty-two poses problems finding terminals.
for the entire class. The probable solution is to reduce class size rather
than add new terminals.

The instructor took the introductory PLATO course in Spring 1975 and
managed his own roster and curriculum. Laboratory assistants provided
general help in the use of PLATO.

The course had no contact with ETS.

Although PLATO gives the instructor more confidence as a teacher, he .

is unsure of its effect on the teaching profession generally. Although it
is a valuable tool, it has not so far affected his classroom work.

2J0
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w , Chemistry InstructOr 121 continubd

mineral Chemistry - 1.

Isisa

10, 12 14 16 18 20

U4Age distribution
Totals: 44 students, 492 hours. Average: 11.2

201.

hrs
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ID NUMBER 'chemistry /nOtructor #22'

179

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

V

0
a a--

Organic Chemistry .

a 29f20

Schedule during classtime; outside of Class,
terminals reserved r

= ,

PLATO Usp review.and practice, supplement homework
. . .

Roster asst site' coordinator, self

Curriculum . self

Lesson Source course catalog
.

Lesson Preview yes 6

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 5011

Sessions Affected by Failure 1

Would You Use Your Own Time yes

to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact U'of I staff

U of I Extension Course none
#4,

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training self, asst site coordinator

Years Teaching 30

Years at this College 18

Tenure yea

*Term beginning/end

202 .
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY.-- Chemistry Instructoict/2

No interview conducte46

\Organic Chemistry

.

.4!

5

.fli 11111,111.9.110, In' I I inini hrs
0 2 4 6 8 115 12 14 16 -18 ,2Z

U5age distribution
Totals: 28 students, 172. hours. Average: 6.1

203
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SUBJECT COORDINATOR'S SUMMARY -- ENGLISH

During Fall 1975, sixty -seven courses at four City Colleges' of Chicago
(the Chicago Urban Skills Institute, Kennedy-King-College, Malcolm X College;
and Wright College) 'and Parkland College uiedthe PLATO English lessons. Use:
involved_thirty-nine'tristructors..and '4499 students totally 5,433 computer

q . hours of instruction.

Curriculum

Two diptinct or choices in curriculum are offered by the Community
College English Pro ect.. The first is the Language Arts Routing System (LARS),
a package of diggn stir tests and instructional materials designed for remedial
English skills. makes it possible for an .instructor to specify the
behaviorial obje ives desired while allowing the computer to prescribe
material on an i ividual basis.by using information about an individual's
needs, abilitie curriculum goals, and available leasonmaterial to select
appropriate instructioM for the student. . The LARS system individualizes the
learning procebs*by tailoring curriculum content to the educational require-
ments of the.itudent.

*1

The LARS diagnostic testing bank is composed of items clabsified thlbo
fifty-six logically distinct categories. Students taki the LARS tests over
the course Hof the Semester rather than en masse at the beginning. Each
instructor has the option of selecting only those categories which he feels

appropriate for his students. Each category is followed by immediate,
struction if the student's performance warrants remediation.

LARS contains over sixty-five separate instructional lessons which
range from five to forty-five minutes in length. The lawns cover the four
language arts skill areas of grammar, punctuation, spelling, andword usage.

The,Secondcurriculum option offered is the standard PLATO system
router-which is composed.of-indexes or sequences of lessons Specified by the
instructor. These lessonsite selected, generally, on .the basis of their
descriptions in the hard-copy English catalog; they cover the areas of
capitalization, composition, editing,,grammar, poetry, punctuation, research,
spelling, vocabulary, and word usage. There are 117 lessons comprising
approximately seventy-five hours of instructional material.

.The -range of the lessons-is wide, and includes purely instructional
materiand:lesson reviews in the form of tests. Varying Levels of
difficulty are also represented. Generally, individual lessons were created
by the community college instructors. Each author maintains the privilege

1
Michael, Gary and gary Sliger, LAMS Instructor's Manual, Computer Based
Education Reserach Laboratory, University Of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois 61801,
1976: ?;

2
Community College English Lesson' Index, Computer Based Education Research.
Laboratory, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois 61801, 1976.'

.
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of editing his lessons at any time and is. individually responsible for its
operational quality as well as the effectiveness of its pedagogical design
and the accuracy of the subject matter content.

_..

Usage,

Diverse usage included (1) PLATO as one hour of a three hour a week
class, (2) PLATO as an outside class activity for homework or review,
(3) PLATO as a voluntary activity, and (4) PLATO as a GED instruction method.

In some cases the PLATO English lessons were used to supplement' class -
work; other times they were,used to supplant in-class activity. Often,
terminals were scheduled for usage, however some usage was unscheduled.
Because the amount and type of use varied among sites,' courses, instructors,
and students -- dictated by their respective rationales for usage --
comparisonspf such uses are difficult to interpret.

Implementation 4

The community college English staff, consisting of Irene Finkelsztein,
Gary Michael", Jim Williamson, and Mary Sliger, and coordinated by Pauline
Jordan, has peen continually available to introduce andassistusers. Liaison
work at the four Chicago sites has been carried out primarily through Jim
Williamson and, at the Parkland site, by Mary Sliger. On-line communication
via the, talk option, personal notes, and the English notesfile has provided
constant stimulus to the development and revision of the English curriculum.

In Spring 1975, English authors and users plus the CERL staff were
&ganized into the PLATO English Editorial Board. PEEB was originally
conceived to fulfill three primary goals:

(1) To improve and maintain the quality of lesson development in English.

(2) To familiarize new or potential users with what is available through
PLATO.

(3) To investigate the funding of English curricula proposals.

Singe its inception, PEEB has.sirved as a working bond, uniting the efforts
of concerned English users.

206



ID NUMBER English Instructor #1

COURSE IHFORMPaqXa,,

\fame
/-/-

4mroltment

Schedule

PLATO Use

\Roster
k

Curriculum

Le do Source

sson Preview

T

COURSE EVAL ION

Level of.Lessoria,

Quantity of Lessonis.

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.\

Sessions Affected by Fur

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instrtkotion

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I extension Course

PLATO Lessors Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time
A

Prior PLATO Use

Sburce of PLATO Training

185

'Crane High School Outpost (2 sections)

65/ (total 2 sections)

during claistike

review and practice

self

self, asst site coordinator, U of I staff

course catalog

yes

no

no response

no response

/no response

no response

no response
N
no response

fellow instkuctor

none

0

o

none

Fall 75

self, site coordinator, asst site coordi-
nator, U of I staff

Years Teaching 2
e

Years at this College no response

Tinure response

*Term beginning/end
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186

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor.11

No interview conducted.

Crane High School Outpost

0
4J

3
4J
0

5

4J
C

5/

11,

4
4.1

n

'11-111-114r1i I I I . I 4 hrs
133 12 14 16 18 2132 4 6 8

Usage distribution
:Totals: 37 students, 91 hours. Average:. 2.5

-

t

r

2
1

l

I
I

I I.' I ! Ihrs
6 8 113 12 14 16 .18 22'

Usage distribUtion
Totals: 35 students, 94 hours. Average: 2.7

-4

A

2 08
4
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ID NUMBER English Instructor. #2

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLAT) Use

Roster

Curriculum

-Lesion Source

Lesion Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Mould You Use Your Own Time'
to ithprove PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Cohtact

U of i Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed.

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Ye'aPf Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure"

*Term beginning/end

187

Business Skills - A counting

11/

during class

review and practic

self

self

course catalog

yes

attitude survey

appropriate

sufficient

high

50%

ca. 6 (all sectionCvaught by this
instructor; inoiddeoriApoountiog, Cler'
Typist 1, Clekk-lyPlOt 2, and Steno)

yes

college. PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Spring 7p - Fall 75

site codranator, U of I staff

1

no

209 .
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ID NUMBER English Instructor 11112

188

COURSE INFORMATION

r Nate Business Skills - Clerk-Typist 1

*Enrollment 5/

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice

-Roster self

Curriculut self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS attitude survey

COURSE EVALUATION

I4 Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons,

oi>

% Lessons Previewed (approx)

_Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You UsetYourlOwn Time .

to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

.PLATO Lessons:Designed-

PLAWOLessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior tlATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

YeallArTea?hing

Years6t this 'College

.TMnure

*Term beginning/end

appropriate

sufficient
, -

high

50%

ca. 6 (all sections taught by this
instructor; includes Accounting, Clerk-
Typist 1, Clerk-Typist 2, and Steno) .%

yes

college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Spring 75 - Fall 75

site.coordinator, U of I staff

1

1

no



ID. NUMBER English Instructor #2

COURSE INFORMATION

Name .

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

LeVel of.Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sdssioes Affected by Failure

Would you Use Yong Own Time
to Improve PLATO' Instruction.

\

INSTRUCTOR INFORNATIOil

PIrst PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed'

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Soirce of PLATO Training

Y s Teaching

Yea s at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

189

Business Skills - Clerk-Typist 2

8/,

during class

review and practice

self

self, site coordinator

course catalog, U of I staff, college
PLATO staff

no

attitude survey

appropriate

sufficient

high

50%

ca. 6 (all sections taught by this
instructor; includes Accounting, Clerk-
Typist 1, Clerk-Typist 2, and Steno)

yes

college PLATO staff

none

0

0 .

none

Spring 75 - Fall 75

site coordinator, U of I staff

1

1

no
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ID NUM R English Instructor #2

COURSC I 'R11ATION

Name Business Skills Steno

*Enrollment 12/

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS attitude. survey

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons 1 sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

t Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure ca. 6 (all sections taught by this
nstructor7 includes Accounting, Clerk -
Typist 1, Clerk-Typist 2, and Steno)

Would Yqu'Vse Your Own Time yes
to Improve fLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Ccpurse

PLATO Lessons Designed

college'PLATO staff

none

0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use , Spring 75\ Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training site coordinator, U of I staff

Years Teaching 1

Years at this College 1

Tenure

.1"*Term beginning/end

212
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #2

No interview conducted.

Business Skills - Accounting

5

.n .n1 .fl
2 4 6 8 18 12 14 16 18 28

Usage distribution
Totals: 10 students38 hours. Average: 3.8

Business Skills - Clerk-Typist 1

* -

5

4LLD r-L4 4 hrs
8 2 4- 6 8 18 12 14 16 18 28

Usag distribution
Totals: 5 students, 12 hours. Average: 2.4

ft
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English Instructor 12 -- continued

Easiness Skills - Clerk-Typist 2

*

"8 7

10
4-0

--
* -

57:

192

in . 4
1 I I 1 I i 1- 4 F Ihrs

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: '9 students, 17 hours. Average: 1.9

BuSiness Skills - Steno

0
1 1 1 1 1" I Ihrs

2- 4 6 8 10 12 14 . 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 12 students,

214

22; hours. Average: 1.8
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ID NUMBER 'English Instructor #3

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Business Skills - Clerk Typist (4 sections)

*Enrollment 42/ (total4 sections)

Schedule during class

PLATO,Use review and practice

Roster self .

CurriCulum self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes

ETS no.

193

COURSE EVALUATION

Level oessons no response

Quantity of Lessons no response

Quality of Lessons no response

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) no response

Sessions Affected by Failure no response

Would You Use Your Own Time no response
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course. no response

PLATO Lessons Designed no response

PLATO Lessons Programmed no response

Release Time no response

Prior PLATO Use Spring 75 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training site coordinator

Years Teaching 5

Years at this College 2

Tenure no

*Term beginning/end

215



NUMBER English Instructor 113

COUttSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curric lum

Lesso Souice

Lesso PreView

ETS

OU E EVALUATION

L= el of Lessons

antity of Lessons

uality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

IPISTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

LATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

ars Teaching

Ye rs at this C011ege

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

216
6

194

Business Skills - Steno (3 sections)

43/ (total 3 sections)

during class

review and practice

self

self

course catalog

yes

no

appropriate

more'than sufficient

high

100%

1 or. 2

yes

college PLATOstaff

no

no

110

nO

response

responte

response

response

Spring 75 - Pall 75

site coordinator

5

2

no



195

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English instructor #3

No interview conducted.

Business Skills -- Clerk Typist

5

5

e

111"414- ".1-1hrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20'

'Usage distribution.
Totals: 19 students, 54 hours. Avenue: 2,8

VS

t.

4 no.
1

j
' 4 - 1 ' -I A ihrs

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 %14 16 18 20

5.

s

Usage Iistribution
Totals: 17"students, 80 hours. Average: 4.7

1 -4 A 4- 1 ' ihrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 22 students, 61 hours. Average: .2.8

217

4



9

Ehglish

c_

mr

Instructor #3

nj
- 2

continued

n
.

n
1

n
I

4 6 8

Usage distribution
°

Totals: 2i students, 58 hours. Average: 2.0

196.

4

ir

LS

I a I a I-1'f a I kAhrs
18 12 14 16 18 20

Business skills -- Steno

s

Orr

.1

2 4 6 . 8 10 12 -14 16

Usage distribution
Totals: IF students, 54 hours. Average.: 3.6

I ai' 1-i Ihrs
18 20

fa 11 11 l r i I I- a I
I t

I I "I hrs
8 2 4 6 8 18 12 14 16 18 28

218 Usage distribution
Total*: IS students, 54 hours. Average: ,3.6

1



4 English Instructor #3 continued

16

Pi

, .

197:

V
A

'' .1 11 1 II . ii I n a n 1r1 A
I I ' I. ' I ' 4 l ' j hrs

g 2 4_ 6 : --ft 10 12 14 16 le 21

4' Usage distribution
.

TOtal: 13 students, 41 houri. Average:: 3.2

I

. 219.
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ID NUMBER English'Instructor #4'

',COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

t.esson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of LessOns

Quality of Leisons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)°

Sessions Affected. by Failure

Mould You .Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First' PLATO Contact-

U of I Extension Course

.PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use A/

SoArce of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at. th%s'Col.lege

:"Isenure

*Term beginning/end

e

240,

198

GED

27/40

during claps

replace classwork, review and practice

self

self

course catalog

some

no

appropriate

less than sufficient

high

50%

1 or 2

'es

no response

no response

no response'

no respons4

no response

no response
. .

no response

,n o'response

no response P.

no response



.199

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #4

No interview conducted.

GED

P.

V

5 /:

. n n .

.11
,.. .r1

1 .

....13 2 4 6'

n.
8

,

Usage distribution,
Totals:-35 students, 66 hours.

- . .

4-

I s:41 4

10 12 44 16 18

a

I -hrsi

Zg.

Average: 1`.9 3

1

221
V 1, .



ID NUMBER English Instructor #5

200

e

COURS4 INFORMATION

Name GED

*Enrollment 22/20

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster -slf, asst site coordinator

Curriculum self, p of I/taff

Lesson Source course catalOg, U of I staff.

Lesson Preview some

'4 ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION «

Level of Lessons appropriate

_Quantity of Lessons sufficient

.Qualliy:of Lessons. -
441*

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to ImprovellATO Instruction.

Trerage,

2511

5

no

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION 0

First.PLATO Contact fellow instructor

.0 of I EXtensiOn Course. none

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

.riqr PLATO Use Spring 75 « Fall 75

Souilce of PLATO Training site coordinator, U of I staff

Years Teaching

Years at this,College

Tenure

*Terra bgginning/end

222

no
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. _

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #

NO interview conducted.

GED

5

e

' ' I, I hrs
2 4, 14/16 18 '..2e

Usage distribution
Totals: 26 students', 97 Average: 3..7

ft*

223

10



ID NUMBER English Instructor #6
,

COURSE /NFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Ude

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source .

cLesson Preview

vit

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons!

Quantity o£ Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

.Sesssions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATOInOruction

DISTRUCTORINEIORMAT/ON

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed.

PLATO LessOns Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

'Tenure

*Terlabeginning/end

1,

'202

GED

22/24

during class

review and practice

self

self

course catalog

some

no

appropriate,

more than sufficient

high to very high

0% ,

0

;es

student interest
0

,none

0

0

none

Fall 75

asst site coordioatorpu of I staff

15

1/2

224
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #6
;-,

. No.interview conducted.

GEO

5

4 '.ii In' I 1 . 1 . J. ', I ' I ' ( ' 4 hrs
2 4 .6 8 10 12 14- 16 18 20

Usage distribut ion .... ..

Totals: 27 students, 55 Average: 2.0

I

2g5
20



ID NUMBER English Instructor #7

.

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of-Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions 4ffected by Failure

would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of.I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years,Teaching

Years at'this College

'Tenure

*Term beginning/end

204

GED

31/28

during class; outside.of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice'.

self, asst site coordinator

U of I staff member

'course catalog

'yes

appropriate

sufficient

high

50%

2 or 3

no

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Spring 75 - Fall 75

4est site coordinator, U of I stef;*

*11

no

226

44,
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instrpetor #7

No interview conducted.

Usage distribution

hrs
10 12. 1,4 16 18 20

Totals: 24 stWents, 32 hours. Average: 1.3

I

227

.4
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ID NUMBER . English Instructor #-

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Learning Lab

*Enrollment ca. 35 (variable)/6

.Schedule - outside of class, terminals-reserved;
outside of class, terminals not
reserved

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview some

ETS .110

COURSE EVALUATYON

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

Session's Affected by Failure '0

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

no

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

11 of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time none

Pria/PLATO Use Fall 74, Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training U of I staff

Years Teaching 4

Years at this College 4

Tenure yea

*Term beginning/end

22S

I
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #S,

General

While it is not clear Why some students like PLATO and others
dislike it, it is clear that different groups use PLATO for different
educational purposes. Adults use it for quick reference and review of
Forgotten skills and information. Younger students use it to acquire
new skills.

The Machinery of PLATO is both a blessing and,a curse. While some
students are fascinated by the terminal and its display, others are
intimidated by a lack of typing skills. Moreover while PLATO allows
students to work at their own pace on individual materials in privacy,
there is at least for some no transference of analytic skills or the

judgementacquired into writing. Finally, while PLATO can not becgme
bored or emotional, 5t can not replace the spontaneity of class. discussion.

Use

In this learning lab section, students could elect to use PLATO as
one means to.fulfill their learning contracts. A:special program of
lessonsoas prepared for each student who elected to use PLATd. Each
studenewbrked without supervision at hi own schedule and at hislown
rate on the lessons he agreed to study. Lessons were used differently
by different students; some were assigned as homework, others previewed
Class material; while still other lessons were modified to suit thef
special needs of individual students. PLATO materials were used in.
conjunction with formal programmed instruction.

Lessons

. The best lessons are those'which provide a brief explanation, drill,
and immediate feedback, and which require repetition and drill. Not all
lessons succeed equally well with all students. Three principal problems
with lessons recurred. First, many presume a white cultural background
and antagonize or fail to Interest minority students. Second, many lepsons
are too difficult for learning lab students to read. The very lack of
language. skills that lab attempts to remedy makes the lessons'inacceszible.
Finally, the test items are frequently more difficult than the examples
in the lessons.

Mechanics and Administration

The instructor managed both his own roster and his own curriculum.
His students had no evident mechanical problems, loss of time due td
system failure, or unavailability of terminals. Some scheduAing problems
did occur but they have been self-created. The instructor will helped by
both Parkland and CERL staff.

He has personally become interested in PLATO but is not certain it has
had any effect on his career.
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English Instructor #8 -- continued

Recommendations -

PLATO should continues in its Oresent direction but improvement in both
content and mechanics of lessons as well as the development of new,
additional lessons should make PLATO more useful than it is now. Using
instructors should take a more active part in designing lessons. Existing
lessons should be redesigned with greater attention paid.to the reading
level and culture 6f the audiences. Lessons with game approaches should
be planned. Finally, terminals should be made available in more places
to give students easier access.

' Learning Lab

4J
C

5

2 4 6 if 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 2 students, 1 hours. Average: Z.
4

230

hrs
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ID41UMEER English Instructor 19

S

COURSE INFORMATION'.

Name English Language Skills

*Enrollment 1 4/15.

Schedule - during class

,PLATO Ude

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons .appropriate -
.

-Quantity of Lessons tore-thah suffiOient:

.Quality of.Lessons ..Verp-ta4h

C Lessons Previewed (approx. ). 50% '

SesSiOnsAffected.by Failure 0

Would You Use Your Own Tide yes, in futur
to Impro00 PLATO Instruction t

;

replace classwork, review and practice,
supplemeht homework

fellow instrwtor

fellow instructor

fellow instructor

yes

pretests, poettests attitudeaArVeYE
. !

I.

INSTRUCTOR.INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Tebeginning/end

U of I staff

none

0

none

Spring 75, Fall 75

Self, fellow instructor

15

4+

yes.

231" I
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Engliph Instructor #9

General

The effect of PLATO on students is thus far undemonstrated. -While'
students seem to like PLATO, there is no.evidence that they do better as
a result of it; perhaps to the contrary, the control group in 099 is doing
better than the PLATO-instructed group. .

PLATO does not create classroom title or ftee.the instructor from a
heavy work load; it does change the nature of dlassrooin time and does
alter the batur of the work of the instructor.

ar

PLATO perm p the student to work in privacy at his own pace but it
may not always bp available whenineeded. floreover, greater skill is
required of teacher - authors -than has been customarily shown.

When it is working well, PLATO ;tilers the role of student and teacher.
The teacher becomes a consultant to the student and the student accepts
gieater responsibility for establishing his own goals and for pursuing
the means of accomplishing them.

Use

PLATOwasused as a replacementfor s eduled class time. Assignments
were made in terms of lesson content and class content and students were
to work at their own pace. Only Sally Wallace's lesspns were used as was
her accompanying handbook. ms. Wallace's lessons are particularly well
suited to this audience since they were written especially for the 099
course. Lessons by other faculty seemed more difficult and less appropriate
to the course. Generally those lessons are best which exploit the unique
characteristics of PLATO. The "hindbook on a screen" is the least
effective kind of lesson,

.lechanics and Administration

Much of the administration of the course's PLATO component.was
delegated to Sally Wallace eto permit the'instructor to performs necessary.00l-
lege administrative work. Ms. Wallace managed the course roster anft selected
the lessons and the order in which they worsts, be used. BeciaCthe PLATO
requirement was scheduled early, no scheduling difficulties oocusrod. No
mechanical problems preVented scheduled use. Perhaps more effective
scheduling of terminals has had some harmful side effects. Vacant terminals
may create indifference; greater competition for terminal timb might create '

correspondingly greater enthusiasm among users.

Greater support for novice instructors would improve PLATOlp'use.'
During PLATO's parly years, some instructors were disCouragod from
developing PLATO lessons by the indifference, if not outright hostility,
of a few CERL staff members, and the relunbtance of faculty to use PLATO
is still felt as a result of those, first harsh experiences. Some still
doubt that the required support for instructors unfamiliar With ,LATO would
be freely available.

'132
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English Instructor.4L9 -- continued

RecoMiendations.'

. . .

aridPLATO can be improved by providing new lessons in writip9 ppyrir-
. linguistics, adding more examples and problems to existinq lessons; and ',

expanding its use. The success ratd'at answering questions in the lessons
should determine-how many and what kind, of additional examples and Problqm3
the student needs to study. .

.

.

Students should be given class credit for the use of PLATO: Moreover,'
there.is no need to use PLATO exclusively. under the supervision-of an
fietructor. A wise alternative would beto use it much as a library,
as an open. resource that,can be queried at the student'S

English Language Skills

Accumulated use. See English Instructor #12 for usage distribution data.
.

0

V

1.

0
0

233

4

R

# A

I

ti

A



.

4..

ID NUMBER

- 212
. .

English.InstrlictOr #10'

.COURSE INFDRMATIa
:07Name

*Enrcrliment..

Schedule

P4,A115.Use 1,!"

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lesons
1.

Quantity of Lessons'

-Quality of. Lessons

. 4.11 a'
1%.! f :

.

.* t *.., 4- ,, .

o a ia- 40
, 4

to 1 a .
' 1 ' 4

:_.Englteumpaage Skills

v .

LeAsons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

_Would Yop Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U-Cf I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons. Designed.

PLATO Lessons Programmed,

Release Time

'Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

*ears Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Teri:beginning/end

32/ .

during Class ;

reiiieW and practice

'U of I staff
e .

'fellow instruCtor

'fellow instructor

.,

2.34j

yes .

no

no respon4e
. *

no response'

no response

no response

no response

no response

college PLATO staff,

none:

0./

'none

Fall 75

self, site .coor4nator,

.

0",

S.

. . t.

.

j i4

.

fellow instructor

8

no

'

I

fellow instructor

4

io
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ID NUMBER English Instructor 410

. E INFORMATION

Naine

*EnrOl]maent

chedule

PLATO vie

213

4

Composition - 1 (3 sections)

37/ (total 3 sections)

no response

repliace classwork, review and practice,
supplement homework, extra credit

L

Aostei self, college PLATO Staff, U of I staff

Curriculum selfilU of I staff-
.

.Lesson,Scurce course catalog, fellow instructors,

U of t. staff

.Lesson-PrevleP

ETS
0

couRsE EVALUATION

Level of LesSons"

some

no

appropriate

Quantity,of LessOns more than sufficient

Quality of 'Lessons high

i'less9ns Previewed (apOrox.3 '25it

Sessions Affected by Failure 0

Would You"Use Your Own Time yes
to lmprovtp PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO contact college PLATO staff, fellow instructor

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed .0

PLATO Lessons Programed 0,

Rblease Time none

Prior'TLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Yars-Teaching

Years at this College

'Tenure

*Tent beginn. ing/end

Fall 75

self,dsite coordinat;r, fellow instructor

8

1

no

235'
0.
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #10

General

- . Serving the same function as a lab, PLATO makes both teaching and
learning easier. PLATO.is helpful 1p students of all abilities by

''forcing.them to stickto the lessonreinforcing the material with
immediate iresponses, and corre without embarrassment. PLATO frees
classroom time for discussion citing by eliminating drill.

Its disadvantages are that the mechanics of the display may pre-
occupy the student at the expense of the material. Neith6r can it
anticipate all the questions that students might ask. Finally, the graphics
of,the display may lim4t use to one hour ate time. In sum. PLATO can not
replace text or teacher; it can supplement them.

Use

PLATO was used to repiacesclass time in 101, 102, and 099, butin dif-.
ferent ways. The 101 class used PLATO twice weekly.in one hour sessions; the
102 class Used 'PLATO once a week in one-and-one-half hour sessions; the
099 class used PLATO once a week for one hour. 101 and 102 classes dis-g
cussed PLATO pzobleis and difficulties at the next class period; 099
students met in class discussion after PLATO use. 101 and 1.02 lessons
were assigned as problem areas arose or were anticipated; 099 lessons
'were chosen ahead of time to Correspond to Sally Wallace's 099 Handbook
of Lessons. t01 and 102 used Writing for Occupational Education; 099 used
Sally. Wallace's handbook.

Lessont

Doris Barr's lessons are best for 101 and 102 classes and Sally .

Wallace's are best for 099. Lessons by other authors were not usually
'used. LARS was not Used since it seemed to be set up inconveniently for
the purposes of classes.

' While the list of lessons is impressive, especially those in grammar,
many lesions need work. Particularly troublesome is the lack of. restarts
alh lessons; students are annoyed when, after a mistake or interruption.
they must redo the entire lesson to get to the quiz. Among the particularly
good lessons are the lesson on footnoting and Sally Wallace's lesson on
sentenceStructure and parts of speech.

Mechanics and Administration

No real technical problems occurred although there was some difficulty in
schedUlihg a 1:00 p.m. class. Future problems will be avoided by scheduling
Classes ds early,as possible. Mary Sliger helped get the course started
since the instructor had no previous experience with PLATO at the community
college level. Assistance was always available in the terminal room foi
students who needed it.
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English Instructor #10 -- continuel

The instructor managed her own roster and curriculum with help.from
Mary Sliger. The course had no contact with ETS..

e 41,

The instructor is enatibiastia in her approval of PLATO.' She plans
to use it again and believes it has made her career more enjoyable.

Recommendation

-Lesson mechanics should be improved and future lessons Should be
developed by the using teacher. Textbooks keyed to PLATO should be developed
for each course.

English Language Skills

5.

0

U.*

4
n n ,

. I ' Ina I ' I ' 1. ' 1 hrs
2 4 6 8 10 . 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution *

Totals: 11 students, 55 hours.. Average: 5.0
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English Instructor #10 -- cOntinued

Composition - 1

n. 1 a I ila!hrs
2 4 6 8, 10.. 12 . 14 16 18 20

,

Usage. distribution

0
c

Totals: 19 students, 73 hours.

-87

I;
*

0

n flan / a A a

Average: 3.8

.

I I 4 hrs
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 8 students, 17 1.4)urs. Average: 2.1

n n n . . 1 ., , , 4 lal-Ihrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals; 10 students, 33 hours. Average: 3.3
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ID NUMBER

'COURSE INFORMATION

4' Name.

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

English Instructor #11

217

English Ldnguage Skills.;

12/12 '

during class

replace classwork, review and practice,
supplement hamework'

Roster self .
.

Curriculum fellow instructor

Lesson Source U of staff,'fellow instructor

Lesson Preview yes

-ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

'Quantity of Lessons.

Quality of Lessons

loLessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by.Failure

Would You Use Your Own' Time
to Improve, PLATO Instruction

appropriate

less, than sufficient

high

100%

0

no

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed
4-

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 75 .

Source of PLATOrTraining U of I staff,$.fellow instructor

Years Teaching 5

Years at this College

Tenure no

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor ill

General
.

The instructor is teaching a. remedial course in English and holds a
mixed opinion of the value of PLATO for his students. He is new to both
thd school and to PLATO, and acknowledges that, with greater experience,
he would plan his arse of PLATO differently.

PLATO may be useful to all students, but it is especially helpful to
poorly motivated students in need of remedial work and troubled by indi-
vidual problems -- including non - standard dialect and "telegraphic"
styles " for it permits them to work at their own, pace on material
designed for them, For this student PLATO is a better study aid than
other iudio-Visual media, workbooks, lectures, class discussion or home-
work. PLATO encourages students to do drill exercises they would other-
wise resist.

PLATO-lessons may, however, be too dogmatic on certain points of
grammar or style; the instructor especially notes a lesson'S insistence,
on distinguishing "wait for" from "wait on." Moreover, PLATO may create a
false sense of accomplishment. The.ability to recognize error or analyze 0""-
styles does not automatically guarantee facility or fluency in producing
sentences or paragraphs.-

Finally, while PLATO may be better than other forms of mechanical
instruction or classroom work, it may not be as effective for the remedial
student as a human tutor, who is less impersonal and has greater flexibility
in recognizing problems and adapting materials to individual problems.

Use&

The class met twice weekly for two hours each session. One class each
week was devoted to the use of PLATO.' Since only twelve students were
enrolled, access to terminals was not a problem even when terminals mal-
functioned. PLATO lessons were supplemented by lectures and by handouts
distributed to be dond for the next class.

Lessons

No commercial text was used. PLATO lessons were supplemented by.
100 pages of offset materials handed out in class. Only the PLATO lessons
of a single author, Sally Wallace, were, used; the supplementary materials
were prepar4d by the instructor and by Sally Wallace. Although the
instructor considered using LARS lessons for better students, he telt that
only the lessons of Sally Wallace were xvliahle enough for use for his
class. Some of Wallace's lessons, particularly those on copulative verbs
and passives, were brilliant.

The instructor felt that the quality of lessons not by Wallace were
too unreliable to be of value to him. Prominent problems were distracting
programming errors, unnecessarily complicated explanations, arbitrary and
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English Instructor #11
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continued

unjustified prescription, and tests which permitted the student to
continue or stop without indicating Why he had succeeded or failed. Most
lessons would be improved by the addition of more.exaMples and practice
problems.

Mechanics and Administration

No serious mechanical problems occurred. The instructor Managed the
class roster and a fellow instructor the curriculum. Other college
faculty and CERL staff provided technical assistance. The course had no
contact with ETS.

Recommendations

Class should be 1-1/2 to 2 hours long to make best use of PLATO. Time
should be"allotted both before and after PLATO to prepare for and discuss
the lesson. If that is not possible, the first hour of a two hour session
should be used to prepare for the PLATO lesson.

Future lessons should be developed by students and faculty jointly.

---English Language Skills

5

0 .2

Ininill,
4 6

'4'1'111 '4 hrs
14 16 18 208 10 12

Usage diStribution
Totals: 16 students. 54 hours, Average: 3.4

241
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #12

COURSE INFORMATioN.

Name '.English Language Skills (;..

3,Enrollment 40/20

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homewqrk

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson.Souice uses own lessons fellow staff inembprs,

Lesson Preview yes

-ETi attitude surveYA.

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of LespOns sufficient

Quality of Lessons very high

'% Lessons Previewediapprox.) 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 0

Would You Use Your Own Time:. yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

,

-INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

Fitst PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 5+

PLATO Lessons Programmed 5+

Release Time Fall 742 - Fall 75 (6 hours per term)

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training self, site coordinator, U ofZ 'staff

Years Teaching 6

Years at this College

'Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end

r
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 7- English Instructor #12

General

PLATO helps all students bUt is invaluable to poor students for it
lets them work at their own speed in privacy and without embarrassment.
Students enjoy using PLATO and enjoying it improves their attitude toward...A
class. It may even help retain those who would otherwise drop out.
Finally, PLATO assumes the tasks of'drill and individual instruction
that formerly belonged to the teacher and frees the teacher to do
work which PLATO can not do.

Use

PLATO-is used in One of the instructor's two sections on remedial
English. PLATO_replaces lecture and class discussion one period each
week. Usually, PLATO is used in the last session of the week to recapitu-'
late and culminate the week's work.

The lessons are self-contained and have been written by the instructor.
Used in this way, PLATO is superior to class lecture, to class drill, and
to tutoring. She envisions no change in the use of PLATO.

'Lessons.

The 'instructor authored her own lessons which she uses almost
exclAsively. She has spent much time working on the ,style of her lessons
and she feels the students like them and respond well to them. She has
prepared"text, Essential English, which is an outg wth of the PLATO
lessons to accompany them and to give the students a ermanent record
of some material in the lessons. Topics in mechanics best suit PLATO,
including lessons in parts of speech, punctuation and pr6noun case.
PLATO is not well suited to teaching or evaluating composition. Finally,
some lessons need revision to debug mechanical problems and %o eliminate
dullness. The instructor added lessons on bibliography and footnotes to
her own roster of lessons.

Mechanics and Administration

With the exception of one thirty minute breakdown, no mechanical
problems were encountered and no scheduling problems occurred. Professional
help from CRRL and college staff was greats Bob Grandey, Doris Barr,
Bob Yeager, and Jim Kraatz were particularly helpful. The instructor
managed her own curriculum and roster.

The non-PLATO section was an ETS control group. She did not use the
pretest and used her own final. The attitude survey was completed early
in the term. The instructor feels that PLATO has had a great impact on
her teaching; it has 'made it more efficient and interesting.
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English-Instructor #12 -- continued

Recommendations

The use of PLATO in' substantially the same way should be increased
. in schdols and colleges. PLATO in the home as a study.aid is desirable

but not immediately possible. More effort should be spent debugging
lessons and improving their general quality.

English Language Skills

to

5

I 11.11 H k tfl
1 'I Ihrs

2 4 6 8 10 '12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 42 students, 120 hours. Average: 2.9
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IDHNUMBER English Instructor #13

COURSE INFORMATION

. Name

*Enrollment

'Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source-

.Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve-PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons-Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

0

*Term beginning/end

223

English Language Skills

10/

during class/ outside of clais, terminals
not reserved

replace classwork, review and practice

no response

no response

fellow instructor

yes

no

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response.

no response

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Fall 75

self

11

0
7

pea
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A'S

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor 013-

General

ftewel;Because students in English 099 like the mechan PLATO and the
sense of power over 'the machine thatoPLATO produces, they showed greater
interest in the class. There is, however, no evidence that PLATO affected
their performance greatly. Carry-over from PLATO to other work seems
slim; students could successfully complete PLATO lessons but fail class .

'room quizzes on subjects structured similarly to the PLATO'material.

PLATO does decrease the contact between the instructor and the student;"
in "giving one's job up to the machine," the instructor diminishes his
opportunity to learn immediately' what problems trouble students. This
problem is ndt sorgreat as to prevent this instructor from using PLATO in
the future. Scheduling the use of terminals may create problems that
may limit PLATO's effectiveness.

PLATO is better than audio-visuals* which do not engage the studerit's
attention; workbooks, which they 40 not likef homework; and, in spite of
its impermanence and non-portability, probably lectures for 1994tudients.
It is equal to a classroom lecture,. although %tutor may be superiok.
PLATO can not provide the person -to- person contact that is necessaiflOd

. only a teacher can provide.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used both to replace class time and to.supplement the clime-
room work. PLATO lessons were used to introduce material, although in the
future it will be used more for review and practice. A fifteen to thirty
minute introduction to the lesson in class. improves performance on PLATO.

Sally Wallace's 099 lessons were used. The accompanying handbook
was used two to three times in class but was not otherwise used. Not all
the available 099 lessons were used; lessons were chosen to fit the syllabus
closely and to address recognized student problems. All of wallace's
.lessons are comparable in quality, although the lessons on verbs are
particularly good. Some lessons might profit from the deletion of an
occasional confusing example. The 1parning level of the lessons was right
for the students beCause the lesions were designed particularly for this
.course.

Topics which suit PLATO best are those which can be'presented as a
well organized body of material. Background grammar lessons seem particu-
larly well suited to PLATO and those available.were helpful.

Mechanics and Administration

A few mechanical problems arose but were not so inconvenient as to As-
courage PLATO's use. The instructor did not schedule alternate activities
for PLATO interruptions or faildres. Some scheduling conflicts were
resolved by Bob Grandey. Grandey also established the initial course
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46glish InstructOr #13 -- continued
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.t

roster; the instructor added additional students when necessary. The instruc-
tor used the lessons available and took no active part in managing the
curriculum.

The course had no ETS contact.

If PL/C0 can demonitrate that it produees significant results, 'the
:teacher would like to see more well structured bodies of material pre-.
pared. She wbUld'herself consider designing- a 'series of lessons on
figurative language for literature students, including lessons. on metaphor
and simile, and on paragraphing. -

English Language Skills

1

h .* n

4 6.

' I I ' ' "1 I hrs
8 1,0 12 14* 16- 18 20

Usage distribution 'x.

Totals 36 stu*nts, 73 hour6. Average: 1.9 .

4247
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ID NUMBER English Instructor '#14

COURSE INTONATION

Name

*EnrOlime*i':

Sthedu141.

PLATO .Us -

Roster

Curricullm
I

Lesson SOurce

Lesson qeview.

ETS

Epglish Language Skills

8/8

during class

replace classwork, review and practice, .
supplement homeworli

self.

fellow instructor

fellow instructor

yes

no
Ir

ti

I

9,01.1RSE EVAIIDATION i

1,...

Level ofLessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient i

1Nalit9 of 'Lessons high I

.% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by lailute 0

Would You Use Your Own Time no

to Improve tLATO'Instruction ..-

i
INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

. PLATO Lifsons ProgramMed

Release Time

...Prior.PtATO.Use1.

SOurce of PLATO Training
-!

YearS Teaching

Years at this College

fellow instructor

none

0.

0

none

Fall 75

self, site coordinator, fellow instructor

6

1/2

-. 'Tenure no
. .t

4 ,

*Term beginning/end

248



".

227

INTERVIEW SUMMARY, English Instructor OA

No interview conducted

English LanguageSkills

5

4n, I in in.

.

' inl 1111 I -` 1 ' hrs
2 4 6 10 12 .14 16 18 20

Usage d i str i but i on.
Tata I s : 9 students, 55 hours. Average: 6.

249

.
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #15

COURSE INFORMATION
.

Nome

*Enrollment

Schedule
,g

PLATO Use:.

Roster

Curricoso

LessontSource.

Lesson Preview

ETS . no
;.

English Language Skills (2 sections)

24/16

outside of class, terminals not reserved

extra credit

self

U of I staff

U of I staff

yes

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons tppropriate
v.

Quantity of Lessons : more than sufficient
...-

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx..) 50%

Sessions Affected by FAilure '0

Would You Use Your ,Own Time yes
to limOove PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

'First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of I. Extension Course none

.PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0
. . .

Reldase Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training/ site coordinator, asst site coordinator

Years Teaching . 4 ,

Years at this College 2

no

.06

1

4.



229.

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #15

No interview conducted.

Engi Language Skills

5

5 _:

1 n.. n,nin,
I i i.. 1 1 1 1 1 I. 1 I hrs

J8 2 4 6 8 10 12 P4 16 18 .' 20

4k 1

.

Usage distribution
Totals: 18 students, 33 hours. Average: 1.8

4-

hrs
8 118. 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 21 students, 87 hours. Average: 4.1

251
-



ID NUMBER English Instructor #16

COURSE INFORMATION

Name_

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

'Lesson PrevieW

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level Of LessonS

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

.PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time "

Prior PLATO Use

Source .of PLATO TralIning

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

a

;252'

230

English Language Skills

23/

during class, as available

review and practice

self, asst site coordinator

self

course catalog

some

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

U of I staff

Spring 75, Jordan, intro

1

0'

none-

Fall 75

credit course, self, U of I staff

11 ;

3

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #16

General

Itis too soon to tell the effect of PLATO.on student achievement,
although better students have completed more work on PLATO than have slower
students. Most students appear to like PLATO, for attendance is betted on
PLATO days. Most feel that it is something extra in their education, a
batter technique. One student, however, found it hard to sign one
PLATO's great strength is that it provides individualization of instruction
and pace for each student. Its disadvantage is that it provides less feed-
back to the instructor who may have difficulty keepdng track of where each
student is.

PLATO is better than audio-visual aids, drill, programmed learning,
and tutors. It ranks lower in, comparison to almost all other media.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime for review and practice in this class
in English 100. It was recommended to students that they use it as needed
and as terminals were available on their own.

The course used Functional English for Writers, a workbook-text. PLATO
lessons were selected from the on-line index to conform to the syllabus and
the presentation of the text.

Topics in grammar are best for PLATO including sentence fragments,
ruil-on sentences, internal punctuation, subject-verb agreement, spelling.,
usage, and plurals. thAugh the instructor has not reviewed all lessons,
those which provide prsonal reference, that is, the name of the student,
and good visual presentation and movement are best. Lessons on the use of
the comma and upon identifying direct objects were also identified as
particularly good. Lessons in grammar, usage, spelling, and punctuation
also most easily fit the syllabus of the course. For this particular class
reading skills required in some lessons challenged the class, which was
composed of many students who do not read well orfbllow instructions.

In the future, more branches of the City Colleges of Chicago English
departments should participate in lesson development. New lessons in
sentence patterns and in adjective-adverb-noun clauses should be added.

Mechanics and

The only mechanical problem Was the occasional malfunction of a single
terminal and there were no scheduling' difficultites; in fact, the instructor
had to cancel a PLATO session to use the time for classroom work on sentence.
patterns.

The /nstructor managed the curriculum and roster of the class-and-
received general help in the use of PLATO from Jim Williamson and Errol
Magidson.
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English Instructor #16 -- continued,

The course had no contact with:ETS.

PLATO is an available teachingLtid with which the instructor fSels
comfortable; he hopes that its.general effect is beneficial and that
students and teachers are less intimidated by it in the future.

English Languige Skills

i
n

.nin.nin.111 ills .1101A 4 . 4. .

I 4 ,I I hrs
0 .2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

.

Usage distribution
Totals: 22 students, 112 hours. Overage: 5.1

I

251

I
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ID NUMBER English /nstructor.#17

COURSE INFORMATIO#

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE. EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

. Quality of Lessons

Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTTRUCOR INFORMATION

First PLATOT.Ontact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

'Tenure

*Term beginning/end

233

English kanguage Skills

24/23

during class

review and practice, supplement homework,

self, site coordinator

site coordinator

course catalog, college PLATO staff

no

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

too 'easy to easy

more thin sufficient

average to high

0

2

NO

college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

site coordinator

no response

5

yes
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #17

COURSE INFORMATION

Name- Composition - 1

*Enrollment ;3/

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice, suppleient homework

Roster self, site coordinator

Curriculum site coordinator

Lesson Source course catalog, college PLATO staff

Lesson Preview no

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lesson

Quality of Lessons

i! Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction'

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension:Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO litining

Years Teaching

Years at this Colidige

-Tenure

*Term beginning/end

256

easy

more than sufficient

average

0

0

no

college PLATO staff

none

0

0

none

Fall 74 - Fall 74

site coordin- ator

no response

5

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor.#17

General

A

Most students are enthisiastic users of PLATO, although in this course
those students who had already comprehended the material od mechanics and
parts of speech liked PLATO instruction the least. Those students may find
PLATO too easy and may prefer the challenge of workbooks. Those same
capable students 4 however, performed best on PLATO, although two or three
other conscientious students did equally well. Students without much
knowledge, -'of grammar liked PLATO; some admittedly Showell no progress, but
the same students were unable to work effectively from a, text. PLATO can
provide an alternate and,, frequently, simpler presentation of the teacher's
materials in addition to providing reinforcement and encouraging drill.
For its purposes, PLATO is better than workbooks or programmed learning
its effectiveness is equal toother forms of media. In sum, PLATO is
useful but it is not a panacea for the teacher's problems. Some students
still do not know the parts of speech even after three or four weeks of
PLATO instruction.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime for review and practice and to supple-
ment homework in English 100 and English 101. Its use seems satisfactory
and would not be changed in future sections of the same courses.

The class in English 100 used Functional English.for Writers for'their
text; 101 students used Harbrace Handbook, seventh edition, supplemented by
worksheets. PLATO lessons were selected to match the syllabi of the courses.
The instructor determined the topic she wanted to use on PLATO and Jim
Williamsonvelected the appropriate lessons. Topics which best suit PLATO
are basic concepts. The best lessons available are those on paragraphing,
kinds of sentences, and paragraphs and clauses. Most of the available
lessons seemed to use PLATO's unique characteristics well. Although
individual lessons could not be named, many of the PLATO lessons seemed too
simple for the class.

In the future, teachers who use PLATO regularly should suggest improve-
ments in the lessons through the various course committees; teachers should
actively participate in the design of lessons. Lessons Should be developed,
for expository writing, including lessonson thesis 'sentences and the
organization of longer papers.

Mechanics and Administration

Two or three system crashes interrupted the classes' work although
the students remained in the carrels. Only one failure caused the dismissal
of the class five minutes early. Scheduling the classes was not a problem.

Jim Williamson managed the roster for the classes and selected the
PLATO lessons which matched the course syllabi and the needb of the classes
as established by the instructor. Errol Magidson, Jim Williamson, and
Sanford Rush helped solve general problems with PLATO.

267



4 236 .

v.

English Instructor #17 -- continued

Only the ETS pretest was given.

Theoretically at least, PLATO should make the teacher's job easier,
but in practice it does not seem to make much difference. It has had
little implact on this instructor's classroom teaching and none upon her
career.

English Language Skills

4-#

45

_

5

in,11111.11111.11111.nin, I

I I 1 Ihrs
2 4 6 8 10 12. 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals:'23 students, 137'hours. Average:

..
Composition - 1

N
4-#

6.0

5

IlinPin,111.111, It II I I I 4 hrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution.
Totals: 26 students, 120 hdars. Average: 4.6
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ID NUMBER English InstructOr 018

COURSE INFORMATION

$::ame

nrolIment.

Schedule

PLATO Use

English Language Skills

27/16

during class

replace classwork,..review and practice,

supplement homework'

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview some-

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATt3N

Level of Lessons' appropriate

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (aPproX.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure '1

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Ustruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

yes

college PLATO staff

Spring 75, Jordan, intro

0

0

'none

Fall 75

credit course, U of I staff, site
coordinator, asst site coordinator

4

2

no

259.
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -,-'English Instructor #18

General

PLATO is useful but not without its diffichlties as a teaching aid.
Students seem to recognize.a need for the.kind of iiihteaction PLATO provid s 4
and:p4rticipationis heavy, but slower students 14ke it less and many coirr,-
Plain they get nothing out of a PLATO,lesson. The PLATO class tends to 4

.

ptogress more slowly ki.nce those haiiing difficulty have to repeat lessons
and becaupe use of PLATO causesone day-per week to be Lost from normal
ciais instruction. Moreover, the instructor had some difficulties, seeing
the pertinence of PLATO instruction to*work in the classroom. PLATO can
take over the teacher's work load of review and drill,, and therefore frees

0 . .

the instructor for other work. Unfortunately, there are not enough terminals
for all students in all classes. Additionally,' SOmer bad iessons.and thi
difficulties of typing hamper some students.

PLATO is a bettei aid than workbooks, texts, programmed learning, or
tutors. leis not as sidcessful as homiework, class drill,.or claSs dis-
cussion. It is approximately equal tb audio-visuals and laboratory.'

' Use and Lessons f

PLATO was used in an English 10 class to replace in-class review and
practiqe and to supplement homework. Classtime was scheduled for PLATO
use.

- . ',

The class used the text Functional English for Writers, Form B.
Appropriate lessons were selected from the on-line index.

Topics in spelling and. descriptive- grammar fit PLATO, literature does
not. The instructor found no available lessons particularly distinguished,
but found that thit *palling lessons particularly well suited the syllabus
of his course. The LARS lissone all seemed to exploit PLATO'. capabilities
well. The 'lesson requiring students to unscramble words to form sentences
was too hard for his class. More reading "lessons need to be designed and
lessonsneed to ptovide mare branching for studfnts at the lowest level of
accomplishment. In the future when problems arise, teachers in the particular
disciplines should design the lessons for those problems.

Mechanics and Administration 4

Neither mechanical' nor scheduling problems occurred, but some students
who wanted...to use PLATO outside of class on an is-available basis found some
difficulty in obtaining a terminal. Jim Williamson,entered the initial
student - roster and the instructor added others. Thkin4ructor managed .
the curriculum himself:

There was no ETS contact. 4

PLATO serves.as a constant reminder of the continuing progress in
pedagogical methods. It will not replace teachers but it may encourage
them to spend more time studying newer methods.

260
J

-0"

dm



I

239
1

English Instructor #18 -- continued

English Language Skills

to

5

hrs
2 113 12 14, 16 18 20

US;alge dist ibZition_.'

Total's: '25 students, 126 hours. Average: 5.0
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #19

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule'

PLATO Use

Rostgi

Curriculum

English Language Skills

.during class, as available

replace classwork, review and practice,
supplement homework

asst site coordinator

self

Lesson Source. course catalog

Lesson Preview some

ETS pretests,. posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE- EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.4

Sessions.Affectel by Failure

appropriate

more than sufficient

average

25% -

1

Would You Use Your Own Time yes.

to Improve PLATO Instruction

_

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATOCOntact college PLATO staff

U of I Eitension Cqurse none

.* PLATO Lessons Designed "0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 9

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73 -Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training site coordinator, U of I staff

Years Teaching 6

Years at this College 21/2 .

Tpnure yes

a

*Term beginning/end 1
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Y insiructorISTESVIEW SUMMAS

NAA interview 'conducted.Oft ,1/4

4 t
English .Iangnagt Skills

a

.

1

. .

2 . 6 0 10 :12 14 16 .18 20

War etr ibuti'ots
Tot ais: 8, sta.cient: 274. bottre. ftveraiget 9!6
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,ID NUMBER .English

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLAT* Use

Curriculum

lesson Source

Lesson Preview!

I

InstrucVr #20

,

OURSE EVALUATI

LeVel of Lessons

bf ssons

Qu ipt,ty of Lessons
;

% Le on,..

.
,.s..

lreviewed -(approx.
;

_
)

Sessions cted by Failur
f
r

Would YoUjistYour Own_Timel
to Improve.PER a Instruction

NSTRUCTOR

First PLATO niapt

U of I Extension Ciour

PLATO Lessons DesignSaN

PLATO Lessons Programmed 'It.

lease Time

rior PLATO Liss

Source of PLATO Training

h

Years Teach: ng

Years-at t is College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

40.

Language Skills (3 sections)

54/53 (total 3 sections)

during class

replace class, ,review and'practice

asst site coordinator

selfold'of, I staff

course catalog
A

?es

pretess,; posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate

more than sufficient

high

100%

2 or 3 (total 3 sections)

yes

U of I staff

Spring 75, Jordan, intro

5+

0

Spring 74, Summer 74

41'all 74 - Fall 75

crepit course, site coordinator asst
site coordinator,, U of I stiff

-20

20

yes

264
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #20

General

It is top soon to estimate theeffect of PLATO on achievement but
-minority students did not appear totdo as well with.RLATO as others,,
although the sample size was too small to be reliable., PLATO seems to
be better for students of average and'superior ability 'but,iirrespective
of.ability, students seem to like:it: PLATO offersdrill and practice in
an unobjectionable ways the student does not fear making a mistake for
there is no shame attached to failure.' The (router, hotlever, causes
problems forsothes if a student:becomes stuck on a problem there is no
way to help him out. PLATO is.e better medium than workbooks, audio-
visuals, class drill, programmed learning, or discussion. It may be the
equal of a tutor but it is less satisfactory than lectures, textbook, or
homework.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime to replace some classroom instruction
and for review and practice. The instructor would not change the use of
PLATO, although she might expand her usage if more lessons in greater
variety were 'available.

The texts for the course were Locke's Guide to Effective Study, \
the American Heritage Dictionary, and several programmed exercises in
rhetoric.' Studentsalso used the LARS router and PLATO lessons selected
from the printed catalog to fit the syllabus of the course.-

Topics in mechanics are best'suited to PLATO, inoluding\transitions,
summaries, and matching details with topic sentences. The instructor

,Identified the lesson on quotations byte= and ThoMpson as particularly
gdod'as well as the lesson on subordinate cladse structure. Barr's
animated lessons are particularly. good because they hold class interest.
PLATO's unique capabilities are best displayed in Barr's animated lessons,
in the instructor's own lesson on quotatiOnspandin the lesson on subject-
verb agreement. Lessons in mechanics, sentence structure, and punctuation
best fit the instructor's syllabus. The instructor especially singled out
the spelling lessons as unhelpful.

%

In the future, lessons should be developed under the superWision of a
committee of interested teachers who can oversee suggestions and work-in-
progress to keep out the idiosyncratic in place of universal appeal.
Additional lessons shouldbe prepared on the distinction between quotations
and italicization, on transitions, and on vocabulary items that stress
present formation of words rather than ethological origins. The router
should be improved to let studentsrepeat material on which they need
additidnaipractice. Moreover, some lessons.hould be improved with better
directions on each frame..

moo
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'English Instructor #20 -- continued

44,

Mechanics-aria Administration

'There were few mechanical problems this semester in contrast to pre-

vious terms. Most difficulties thfs term were caused by, terminal maintenance.
There was no'total system failure.. No scheduling problems arose.-

'Alan Meers managed the class roster butt thp instructor is capable o
doing so. Meers and Richard Neapolitan provided assistance with PLATO.

ETS tests and attitude survey were given and provfoked more favotable
reeponse from students than was expected.

PLATO will not revolutionize the academic world. It will not replace
teachers, although it may affect tutoring. It has enabled her to avoid the
unenjoyable work of grammar and the necessary drill in class. On the whole,
PLATO has made her-feel more professional.

Eng ish Language Skills

4

0

--
11

0

5

IH. Ininin.ni ini A I I 1 hrs
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

'

Usage distribution
. k

Totals: 22 #udents, 108 hours. Average: 4.9

in.fl, flirt. Ilal' Ihrs
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 '18 211 i

Usage distribution
Totals: 23 students, 12.9 hours. Average: 5.-6
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English Instructor #20 -- continued

English Language Skills

5

-

.it

in, .ninif14 I .1.1..1-- 1 1 hrs
2 4 6' 8 10 12 14 46 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 9 students, 53 hours. Averag 5.9.
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #21

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

-PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS I

246

Engl3tLanguage Skills (2.sections)

48/38 total 2 sections)'

during class

replace classwork

self

self

U of I staff

yes

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate.

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficient

-Quality of Lessons average

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 2 (total 2 sections)

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff

U of,I Extension Course Spring 75, Jordan, intro

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLhT0 Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time Spring 75

Prior PLATO Use Spring 75, Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit course, site coordinatorpf llow
instructor

Years ,ching

.Years at this- College
. .

Tenure

*Term beginning /end

268

20

11

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #21

General

1.

PLATO is not clearly more effective for slower students, but it is an
important motivational aid and-sharper students seem to move faster on PLATO.
There seems to be no correlation Between ability groups and attitude toward
PLATO. A cross section of students seem to like it and there is better
attendance at PLATO sessions than at non-PLATO sessions. In all, students
seem to like class more when they are able to use PLATO.

PLATO's greatest strength is as an alternate form of education which
_provides motivation. Its greatest weakness isthat mechanicalfailure or
defective progrimming may waste vaItAble time. Present problems in the
English router exacerbate this latter difficulty. PLATO is inferior only
tea- tutors and laboratory/ it ranks higher than almost all other alternate
forms of instruction, including text, ecture, and class discussion.

Use and Lessons

PLATO Was used during classtime to replace traditional classroom
instruction and no change is contemplATed in the future, although the
instructor might not use the router.

In addition to PLATO, the course required Harbrace Handbook and dittoed
handouts. As noted, the basic curriculum is provided by the TARS router,
although in the future the instructor might pick the lessons herself. .

Topics in mechanics are best for diagnostic and supplementary instruc-
tion. Some parts of Doris Barr's lessons were singied out as particularly
good and the lesson on paragraph organization made the students think.
Lessons on sentence structure seemed to use PLATO's characteristics to
best advantage. Topics in Mechanics, bibliography, footnotes, and logic
best fit the instructor's syllabus. Comments on learning level were restricted
to an evaluation of the router. Some of its materials are too easy and some
too long or difficult. Some students became hopelessly lost, spending as
much as two weeks oil simple'materials. Specifically in point, it is too
much to expect students to get fifty items right on plurals'or possessives
before they can move on.

In the future, new materials should be developed in response to student
PP/Pem-needs with the assistance and advice of the PLATO English Editorial Board-

New lessons on paragraph development should be written, especially a lesson
asking students to4identify and isolate the concrete details within a
paragraph. New and existing lessons should be subjected to constant review
to delete marginally important material.

Mechanics and Administration

Terminal malfunction and maintenance remained a problem this term but
were not as bad as prior semesterh. Either mechanical or programming'
failure Of the LABS router subjected students to the same lessons over and
over again. One total failure of the system, twenty minutes before the end
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1

English Instructor #21 7- continued

of the period, occurred butelternate class materials were substituted.
No scheduling problemsarose.

The instructor has taken an extension course in PLATO in Spring 1975,
and she managed her own curriculum and roster. Tom Lenehen, Jim Williamson,
and Al Meters provided assistance in the use of PLATO.

ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude surveys were gi(en. The objective
.tests are fairly good in some.ireas, although perhaps too difficult.

As an auxiliary tool, PLATO will not replace the teacher. In this
course, it has obliged the instructor to move more slowly in class and
to think in smaller units of material to be covered. Experience and compe-
tence in the use of PLATO may have resulted in the instructor's teaching
more remedial courses than she might otherwise have.

\English Language Skills

5

Usage distribution
Totals: 27 students, 179 11:,urs. 11erage: 6.6

f

V

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 25 students, 139 hours. Average: 5.6
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #22

COURSE INFORMATION

Name English for Foreign Students

*Enrollment 10/10

Schedule 'during class; outside.of class, terminals
not reserved

PLATO Use replace classwor4 replace homework

Roster self

Curriculum self, U of I staff

Lesson Source course catalog

Lesson Preview yes .

'ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sualimient
o

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure .1

Would You Use YOu* Own Time no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First.PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U of I ExtensiOn Course . none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed - 0

Release Time none

Arier PLATO Use Pall 75

Source of PLATO.Training site coordinator, asst site coordinator,
U of I staff

Years Teaching

Years at this College

9

8

Tenure p yes-

*Term beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor-#22

General

PLATO is an effective medium for. English as a Second. Language instruc-
tion, even for those who do not understand English well., Students seemed ,

to like it better, perhaps because it is less tedious and beoauee it offers
no criticism which might be harsh or discouraging. The more able the student,
the better he responds to PLATO. For the instructor, PLATO eliminates the
need for pencil sand paper correction. For the student, it provides self-

. pacing and the freedom from intimidating correction. The.only disadvantage
the instructor noted was that students sometimes forget their sign -ans.

-PLATO is not as satisfactory as a tutor or lab, and, possibly, not as
satisfactory as homework, text, or programmed learning. It is better than
the other suggested media and forms of instruction.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was -used during classtiine and out of classtime on a non-scheduled
basis to replace classroom instruction and to replace homework. ESL lessons
were selected from the printed index and used in order.

Topics presentedin the lessons "dell" through "es17" suit PLATO.
Lessons dealing with presentand future tenses of verbs were singled mit-
es particularly good. Lessons in the ESL series fit the instructor's
.syllabus nicely and the learninglevel has, so far, provoked no complaints.
The instructor notes, however, that the lessons in the ESL series did hot
particularly effectively exploit the resources of PLATO and could profit
from much more animation.

New ESL lessoni should be prepared by City Colleges of Chicago
teachers. New basic grimmer drills should'be added and. present insnonS

improved. More effective routing for the ESL lessons would be of benefit.

Mechanics and Administration

Although there were no total failures of the system, transmission
lines once jaMMed. Moreover, students tended to forget necessary code
words. While no schenling problems occurred, the instructor would like
to havemore time for the unscheduled use of PLATO.

The instruct& managed his own course roster and Jim Williamson
provided help when problems arose.

4

The course had no contact with ETS.

PLATO eliminate*" a good-deal of drudgery from teaching and has made
the instructor's classroom work a good deal more easy. Re foresees his
possible increased uss of PLATO in the.future.

2 72
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English Instructor #22 -- continued

English for Foreign Students

5

z.
, I .n, .n,..n, L ,fl.., ,^

I I I firs
2 4 6 8 10 12 . 14 16 18 20

Usage dfStribution
Totals: 10 students, 90 hours. Average: 9.0
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ID NUMBER

COURSE INFORMATION

Name-

*Enrollment

252

1

;English Instrtictor #23

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS l

COURSE EVALUATION

'Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons ,,

Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own T6ipte°
to Improve PLATO Instrulkion

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION,

First PLATO Contact

U o4 I Extetieion Course

PLATO Lessons Designed.

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

-Prior PLATO Use

source at PLATO Training

Years Te aching,

Years at this College

Tenure

*Terp beginning/end

I

Developmental Composition - 1

20/20

during class, as available

review and practice

site coordinator

'soli

'course catalog

yes

. no

.appropriate

more than sufficient

high

100%

1

yes

4,

wit

fellow instructor

no response

no response

no response

no response

Fall '75

Self, site coordinatort asst site
coordinator, U of I staff

.5

5

no

4

271
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ID NUMOER Engl4akU&InstructOiJ23'

COURSE INVORMATION .. 4

'.\ ..i.: ,.

,..

Name i . No,.
..,. CompositiOn - 1 (2 sectionb)

*Enrollment 40/40 (total. 2 sections)

Schedule- " during class, ss available
.

PLATO Use .?.,ft
teview.and practice '

....Rosterk . self

Curriculum ..,:, se]f

.Lesson Source ---,c ....course catklog

Lesson Preview yeas'

EIS 'no - k

fr

COURSE EVALUATION
. I. .

Level of Lessons 4 . \appropriate
.e

Quantity ofloessons '-imare than sufficient

highQuality of Lesisfts high

Lessons Previewed -(approx.)
o .

100%

Sessions Affected by FAilure -.1
.

Would You Use Your chonlisk yes
Improve PLATO Instruction

:f

INSTRUCTOR'INFORNATION .

First PLATO Cont act

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed)

Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior P TO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching
0

Years at this College

TenUre

*Term'beginning/eD4

4,

'Y

r.

ellow. instructor
6. r.

no response

no :response

nOresptinse

no response

Fall 75

self, si e coordinator, asst site
coordina r, U of -J staff

5'

5
no

.,2

.11
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INTERVIEW SUMMARk t--.Ehglish Instructor #23

General
4 o-

t'

PLATO seems to have:hadno influence on this instructor's students :

with the exception of foUr,Spanish speaking students who may have profitOd
by it. As the novelty of
by slow typing and readi

4 not. necessarily demonstr

PLATO. PLATO's greatest
work independently with`
assignments on PLATO.
a true dialogue with
as better than lecture
otheravailable insti tional media.

LATO wore off, some students seemed to be hampered
skills. Moreover, students who did like it did
e the skills they claimed they had learned on

advantage Cs that it permits the instructor to
tudents while others are Performing routine drill
is greatest dAadiantage is that it can not conduct
student. On the whole, the instructor rinks PLATO

and equal to workbooks and drill and worse than

Use and-Lessane'

The text for course was Creative Compositions suppXemented by
handouts and fildi. Appropriate PLATO lessons were selected by Jim
Williamson for tke nstructor.. In the.future,,the instructor plins to
pick his own.lesso s to supplement a new text English 3200.

Topics in me nics are best\sdited to presentation on PLATO,
although individu llessons were not identified as particurarly,..gpod or
unsatisfactory, e instructor did ngt single out any lessons ae'using
PLATO's special aracteristics well. Lessons in mechanics best suit the
instructoi's.syl abus. Some lessons in the router, especially those on
-sentence formula ion,\seemed too difficult for his classes and some of
the pretests we misleading, containing examples he considered ambiguous.

The instru for makes no recommendations for the improvement of, present
lessons-but he uld like to see new lessons developed'in analyzing the,
structure of iting, identifying key words in a paragraph, and reading for
comprehension.

In the fu ure, the instr4tor would like to use PLATO on an inllividual-

,ized referral sis, establishing a sequence of courses for individual
students to lve individual lardfilems.

4\
4 Mechanics and Administrations

On two s
instructor
problems aro

parate occa ions there were total system failures but the
Material p epared for alternate instructiolle NO scheduling,

s
I .e. \ - .

\
The ins ructor managed his own roster and curriculum and Mr. Tabba and

AS. Sweany ovil9d,assistancein the use of PLATO.

0° ,

teaching pr fession. He fears that in some ases'itlftay.rep14 *sobers.
So far, it s had no effect on his classroom work'and no effect on his

. 4

The co se.had no ETS contact. 1

. The in tructor'concludes that PLATO may 4ve a\bad influenclitlin the,

.
.

st

\career .\

1

275-* ft \
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EngliMInstructor #23 -- continued .

Deveiopmentel coepoqitio'n t 1 $.

.1

5

4
Ube diptribution
Total : 22 stOclen.ts, -41 hourS"

4t

- I

12 "14- .16 18

Composition
4

.

Average: 1..9
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2 '-'16 18.
-.4

Usage thStril;uti
TOtailsf.,23 studen.k

ni il.1 ..ni Fl in J.
2 4 - 6

..

Usage , 41 51: r i but ion t,....' ..i.
Totals: 26 'S*0.dents /.'.. 4 hour t.'.',"'
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ID NUMER, English Instructor #24

COURSE INFORMATION.

Name

.*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use w.

ea

r.

256 4,
A

Developieutal Composition -A
. -,...

31/12 ' .

during class
. # .4 . .

review and practice

i' Roster . site jat.l.plitor,.:assi site/coOrdinatori
.i. 6 .-

% 0 of I staff,' .
..

6. ' .

Curritcultim self, U of I stiff

,.Lesson- Source, course cd'Ealog
... / .

.

Lesson Preview. som4
6 P . A , .-.

vs. e p
RTC. , .. .

. pretests, posttests, attituds griuryeys-.r
.

. *4.
-

A
s

w ' . - . ... ...' A

1.COUR$CEVALUATION ...

6,.. .v ..

*e
.

Level of Leasoni .
,
nb opiaon

. . .
$

.

. Quantity of Lessons ,, mbre than sufficient . ..,.,

. .
, # .. ..

Quality'qf Lessons .. average .
6

si.,. o
or '

% LessOns.Previewed (apprx o.) less thein 25%,
. $

09

-.
'i

.
,

.
.

.-
....Session's Affected by Failure 0

.. .. ,..

,

0.
. .... N

.*
.,.

Mbill4 You Use Your Own. Time yes
: .

.

40 Improve PLATO Instruct&ort .'` ,
%.

.
.

-

t,
INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION, f .

.
.

/-Ap II V'''' , ." 6

First PLATO Contact,
. fellow instructor

$,

' .4.U er.I Exterision Course no response'
- 4

6'4
PLAT9 Lessons Designed

.

no response v
$ e.

PLATO 1,,essoris Programmed no response
0,:. . # -

gelease Time no response
4,. 1.

.
...,'

. 6 0(

ePrior PLATO Use 9 Fall 75
1' . C A., .

Source.of PLATO Trainih4 asst site coordinator, U oi'i staff ,A

Years Teaching .7
,

'Years WthiS'
,

C011ege 1

. 1 no
1,

, Terre',

*Term beOnning/end

rt.),

rox.00,

A

278

.0
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #24'

. General

Je

PLATO must be considered a failure in this instructor's classes.
iA non-volunteer for PLATO, the instructor nook over a class already in

progiess; his students were the least academically qualified and he was
. alarmed over the massive attrition in his PLATO class. pores/yeti, students

complained bitterly about the router and its endless, repetition.' Only
about 50% of hip-students could be counted upon to attend the PLATO sessions

.1 ' in spite of the fact that.enthusiasm fOr PLATO was initially high. Under .

these circumstances, it is difficult, at the very least, to estimate what
effect PLATO may have had on achievement among his.students. While PLATO .

may not be worse than a text, programmed learning, or laboratory, it is
clearly not .superior to any other form of instruction.

Use aid Lessons

'PLATO was used
'PLATO should be made opt
*.probiema and who wish

,

g classtime for review and practice. In the future,
1 ,as a tutor for, those with' severe grammar
it.

. . -
.,

Fromme's The. Art Of Loving; Mare's Search for Meaning;' and Weiting Lab
were the texts for the course. -PLATO lessdn6 "had already bden selected
lay the previous Astructor. /n the future, this teacher would, prefer to
let each,student Choose the lessons which interest him.frai a broad range

i .
0

41X possibilities: .

, .
'

DO
t

O.

.

. 'The instrudtor is 't.00 new /to PLATO teknowyhich topics and lessons
best suit PLATO as a tedium'. He suggestkthe topics in punctuition, and
that a sepqrate Optional' course in grammar might be set up onPLATO.".

.

. Lessons on punctuation and grammar best-fit his syllabus and their learning
.

level-seemed appropriate for his class. PLATO lessons might profitably
. be shorter to allow tide for class discussion-of the material.

. 0
.

Mechanics and Administration.

No scheduling probleRis occurred- and there was' only one total failure
of the system'. However, the router failed to work for several students
who were subjected to seemingly endless repetition of the same material.?

Jim Williamson and juts Yamada managed the Clads roster* WilllamsOn
also provided regular PLATO assistance.

ETS pretests, posttests, and attitude' surveys were giv n.

PLATO his not affected this teachei's classroom teachi nor his
career. He.thinks it might be useful as'an optional aid but it has been
most unsatisfactory as" an iptegral part of his course.

. -

a

2 7.9 ,

T

af.
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cnglisn Instructor #24 -1- continued

)
Developmental Composition - 1

Il

5

nin, .11,[1.n1 inin.
4 1 I i I ' I 1 I ' lh

2 4 6 *8 10 . 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distrilpution.
.Totals: 2Z students, 7$ hours._ Average: 3.5

4

4

I

Jj

6

4 I.
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/0 SUNDER English Instructor #25

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollthent

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview , no

ETS no

259
.46

Developmental Composition - 1

15/15

during class, as available

replec!e_elesaiiiiik

asst site coprdinator

self, U of I staff

U of I staff,oourse catalog

e

COURSE EVALUATION ,

,

Level of Lessons ' appropri3te ,

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficjent

Quality of Lessons - average

% Lessons Prilviewed (approx.) 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure ca. 1/3

Would You Use Your 0.We Time no

to Improve PLATO instruction.

'INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION
,

Firit PLATO Contact

of I Extension Course
: 1

PLATO Lessons Designed
.P

I

PLATO Lessons PrograMmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

. Years Teaching, ,

Years at this College

'Tenure no

college PLATO staff

*none.

0

none

Spring 75, Fall 75.

B of i staff

7

-e

*Teem beginning /end.
It\ *

281
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #25

No interview conducted.

Developmental Composition - 1

I I' I 1 1, I 2 I hr 3
1 I71 .( 14 1 ' 18 2 0

...ha-tr t I: t
Total s: 9 students/ 19 hours Average.. 2. 1

-

SO

1



ID NUMBER English fAtructor #26

COURSE INFORMATION.

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

'COURSE EVALUATION

Level Of Lessons

QuantityoUqueSsons

Quality.of Lessons

Lesson" Previewid faiDprox.)

Session4 Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to improve PLATO Instructign

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Ccintect

b.of.I Exterision Course,

tluTo Lesson Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Tim;

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure .14

*Term beginning/end

0

261

Developmental Composition - 1 (2

57/30

during.class:cmtside of class,
not reserved'
review and practice

self, asst site coordinator

self

Course catalog

some

pietests, posttests;

too easy

more than sufficient

high

50%

0

yes

fellow instructor

none

0

0

none

Earl 74 - Fall 75

sections)

terminals

attitude surveys

S

IT

0
self, site coord nator, asat site coordi-

U of I et f, fellow instructor,nator,
others

4

2

no

r
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #26

General
Alb

.

'PLATO has provoked more achievement in the past than ithas this
semester. This instructor saw some slow students use PLATO this past
summer to catch up to the rest of the class by putting in many hours
of their own time, but the same phenomenon has not occurred tilts term.
Moreover, the router may be.doing a positive disservice; slower students
have no one to explain their difficultiesA sharper students zipthrough
without appreciating the material, and average student' may know it already.
Moreover, there is no interpersonal relationship een the student and
the machine, and lessons frequently'do not.tel/ w somethihg is wrong --
they simply provide a raw score. ,Pinally, in e router, students can not
moveon to the next block when they,encounte impossible difficulties nor
can they sign oV and return at the same p =ce at a later time, contrary
to the expectations of teachers.

Use and LessonS

The best topibs available = e those on usagg, pubject-verb agreement,
and sentence structure. Anion the available lesSons, "diction" is an
excellent introduction to d titionary skills. Those Aesions use PLA10 most
effectively.which explain hoiCes to studente:and do not tolerate blind
guessing. Non-router 1 sons which the instructor lieed last semester best
fit his syllabus. In e future,, lessons should be shorter and should

A provide greater expl ation for mistakes.

-Mechanics and istrationl

.-//

No mechanIcal difficulties occutxbd,unless the inflexible program
of the router system referred to aboVA-is considered to be mechanical.
No scheduling problems arose. Either the instructor or Joan Sweeny enter
the students for the class. Several faculty and staff members provided..
assistance,. including loan Sweeny, Mits Yamada, Barbara Geaither, and Jim,
Williamson.

ETS pretests and posttests were given, although changes in the class A
rover meant that some students who ok the posttest had not previolisly

site pretest!,

While PLATO is a valuable aid wh ch could be madefmore,vafuable by
greater accessibility of inforation and -by better explanation, its
technical unreliability and the pObsent state of its<materials, especially
the router, make it incapable of replacing eteacher. It can have a positive
effect if used properly and if working satisfactorily., It eliminates
limitation to the text and can bring new perspectives into the class.

a

to

284
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English Instructor #26-- continued

Developmental Composition - 1

. n 1 IiIilli ihrs
O 2' 4 6 '8 10 ,12 14 16 18 '20

5

Usagedistribution
Totals:, 21 students, 42 hours. Average: 2.0

Do.

I I r1 I
.1

' Ins Ihrt
O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 31students, 81 hours. Average: 2.6

IP

1

4

2



264

ID NUMBER English Instructor #27

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Developmental Compositicin -,1 (2 sections)

*Enrollment 61/42 (total 2 sections)

Schedule during class

PLATO Use review and practice, supplement homework

Roster self

Curriculum- self
, .

Lesson Source course catalog; fellow instructor

Lesson Preview most

ETS pretests,posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity .of Lessons less than sufficiebt'.

Quilitof Lessons very high /

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) less than 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 0 0 .

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to-Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact .

U of / Extension DOurse

PLATO Lessoni Desigked

PLATO Lessons Pnogrfmmed

Release'Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Nears Teaching \

Years at this College

Tenure

-7

*Ttrm bginning/encl,-

college PLATO staff

none

9

0- 4
nond

Pall 73 -,Xall 75

self, site coordinator, asst Ste
coordinator; fellow instructok.

4

4\

286

"
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #27

No ihterview conducted. '

Developmental Composition

5

46,

5

2 6 8 1 i0r 12 14 16 18 213

Usage distrilittipn. 0

Totals: 27 students, 169 hours. v age: 6.3

hrs

ti

rs
2 4 6 8 1g. .12 ,14 . 16 1 '20
. ' .

Usage distribution
Totals:'21 students, '31 hours, Averag*: 1.6

0

287

,

4

4

a
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IWNDMBER 'English Instructor #28

COURSE INFORMATION

* roliment

Developmental Composition

28/5

1

3

Schedure during-class, ou ide of class, terminals
nAN7served

PLATO.Use revievt.and pr tics, suppleient homework'

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

self ,

self

course ca log

some

no

Leval of sons app opiate

Quantit Lessons mo e than sufficient

Quali of Lessons rage

I! Lesson Previewed (approx.) 5%

SeSsions Affected by Failure 0

Would Yo4 pee YourOwn Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instructi

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION
. .

First PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U of I EXtensiontourse nob* .

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

1 PLATO Lessons Programmed 0
. 4

Release Time
-.,

'Prior PLATO Use , Fall 75, I

*
Source of PLATO Training I '' asst site calk inatorp.0 of I staff .,

4Years Teaching t ...

t

'Years at this C011ege 1,

Tenure
,?

, .

*Term beginning/end

no

28:f-

. I

!
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Inttrrtor #28

General

PLATO has had no measurable, fect\on the achievement of the class.
SOMO students- respond favorabl to PLATO, especially the sharper students,'.
but PLATO useappears to cut c ass attenda de. PLATO is a better alter -
native for classroom instruction than wor oks.. With PLATO the student
must concentrate and must continue until he obtains the right answer.
Moreover, it provides a personalized instruc on that the'printed medi
can not. Its principal' disadvantages may lie itsmechanics or program- 0
mingt students must re-do exercises that/they = ve conipletedwhen.they
are interrupted or if they are of finished when the class peitoctended.
In general, PLATO is a better alternate form of i truction than homiwcrk4
programmed learning, or labo

Use and lessons
)

PLATO was used during lasstime and on i non-scheduled basieutside
of class to provide review d practice and to supplement homework

The text for the course, a°class in English 101, was Creative
Compositions, opplemented by the useofgaudiocassettes. P-LATclessons
were selecterto complement th classwork and were chosen from the course
catalog of PLATO leisons..

...-

The best topics available' a' a those on methodology, for example, ---
Aibliography ands footnotes, and g ar. Although the instructor has not
evaluated all the lessons, the le ns-on-feitructuring a sentence from
a'strin4 of words made the,dtudepiS think and required of them more
activity than merely multiple ice.. That lesson also demonstrated the
prope use of PLATO's.speciai capabilities. Grammar exercises best fit
the in tructor's syllabus afid the lesions in them were neither too diffi-
cult r too easy.

0

I the future, the instructor would like to see PLATO lessons coordinated
with AI tArialS to be used in class in order to be able to cover the topic
in cla s first before using PLATO for review and reinforcement. New :

lesson should be developed on identifying the parts of an essay, identifying
thesis entences, and analyzing logic. Such lessons might be cast ini ttio
form of skill games.

Meehan' and Administration
.

er...m.echanical nor scheduling problems occurred. The instructor
managed her owit.class roster and curriculum, sometimes with the help of
Jim Wil iamsOn an-&-atan_Sweany, both of whomalso provided general assis-
tance inthe use of PLATO'. r .

.

i

.

Bec use PLATO can not answer unplanned questions, it can not displade
the teac er from the classroom. 'It may have considerable effect, especially
in the sciences, but to date it has had no effect upon her cate, er - ..

)

u
,

The C eourse had no contacWiptiETS.
%t

t .289
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English Instructor,' 28 -- cohtinued

47Developmental CO sition - 1
,i \

t
.

0

,

1

I

./

1
rt I. I --. I ' 1- I ' I ' I hrs.

6 8' 10 12 14 16 1.8 .28 \\ .

': Usage '-d i str i but ion

Totals: 27 students,

.

i

72 hours.

r

290
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Average: 2. 7
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ID NUMBER

a

English Instructdf

COURSE INFORMATION.

Name

*Eniollment

Schedule

C

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preyiew

ETS

RSE EVALUATION

yel of 'Lessons

amity of Lessons,

alley. of Lessons

'Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure
,

/Wuld You Use Your Own Time
t Improve PLATO Instruction

4

Com sition - 1

.24/24
- _

during Ass; outside of crass, terminals
not rese ed

replace cl swork, review and practice,
replace hom rk

self, site dintor

site coordinator ¶st site. coordinator

feliow"inst)ructox arse catalog

some

no -

\

difficult

sufficient

average

25,

0

no

INS UCTOR INFORMATION

F st PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U f I Extension Course none

PLATOILessonstesigned.- 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 1 (jointly with another

Release Time

Prior PLATO-Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching 9

Years at this College 1/2

'Tent/re no

none

instructor)

Fall 75

site coordinator, asst site coordinator

-*TerM beginning/end

291



A

270
.

"sr

INTERVIEW SONMARY -- English Instruct
:

No' intIrvix conducted.

.

Com04ition - 1

r' 1t29

,

hrs
18" 202-

Usage*S
Total 4

10

ibutien
students, 73 hours Average: 3.

0

12 44 ,

292

4

4:4 mit ad Ad ..-* "

.

404'4°
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ID NUMBER

271

.1 #

English Instructor 30

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

,PLATO Use

Roster t.

riculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preiiiew

FTS

COURSE EVALUATION'

Level of Lessons
. .

Quantity of Lessons

Qtiality of Lassons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve "TO Instruction

4

INSTRUCTOR NFORMATION

Pirpt TO Contact

U ofi Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed
.

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Year*Tachitg

--Pears at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

dompoeition- 1

25/,17

during class. .

replace glasswork, supplement homework

self

self-

.- course catalog

no.

pretests, posttests,

appropriatd

more than sufficient

high.

25% *""

0

no

attitude surveys

college PLATO staff

Summer 72, Videbeck, intro; Fall 74,
Jordan, intro; Spring 75, Jordan,
'advanced.

1

0

none

Spring 74 r Pall 75

credit courses,' site coor
Site coordinatdr, U of I sta

11

3

yes

t...

tort asst

S.
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instr,uctdr#30
. .

General
1

Of the instructor'sclasses,, that which used PLATO actually achieved
less,bsitthe students enjoyed the work more since they could: work .at their

:own pace. SoMe ten to twenty studedts liked PLATO better than otheiforms
of indtruction. 'Students who are Jess academically committed seal to like
it mote. PLATO!s greatest strength is its capability for indisidualifed
assistance; its drawback is its Mechanical difficulties. PLATO is better
than a woikbook", audio-visual aids, laboratory, or iecture'but it is.not
asrsatisfactory as homework, text, or class drill. It is difficult to.
compare AD other media.

Use and Lessons *
.116

Three texts, thelarbrace Handbook, Patterns.of Exposition, and
Vocabulary for the College Bound, *re required. Students used the router
to select the lessons which addressed-their individual needs.

P" Topics in grammar and punctuation and general mechanici are beet
*suited to PLATO. Lessons onpronouneseemed to be best since there
seemed to be ample material available for iliustratiOn. All the available
lessons fit the course syllabus and none seemed too easy or WO hard.. All
lessons iiited.,.to be constantly revisked.and perhaps rewrittentO'abed4046te
differing peda4egical approaches. Moreover, reading lessons should bei.
Added. Other Tutu lessons should be written to respond to identifiable
student needs.

.-Imechanics and Administratio

Although there were .no total ilures of the system, sometimes students
could-not get the next frame to appea and often instructions were lacking
in the programe, Other than the f- t an 8:00 a.m. time-slot was not
available, the "were no sc ing problems. Jim Williamson helped to
enter the class r e curriculum was automatically 'provided. Errol
Magidson, Bob Taylor, d Jim' Williamson ha assisted the instructor with

ETS pretests,.posttests,aititude surveys were given., While the
instructor is happy that the tests exist, he does feel they havetoo many
questions for the time provided.

PLATO will be well received in the pro sion generally. PLATO'S
assumption of the burden of teaching grammar given the instructor a
psychological relief and has freed classtime for r work, althqugh
PLATO has, so far, Made no measurable impact on his eer.

291

,
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English Instructor OW-- continued

Composition - 1

5 .

.01

a n 1-1' 1 4 . _1 A hrs
4 6 8 ,10 12 14 1 16 18 20

Usage d1str16ution
TotaLs: 26 students, .5011ours.

295

Average: 1.9



ID NUMBER- English Instructor #31

COURSE INFORMATION

Neprie.

*EnrolLnent

Schedule-

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

SETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Livel of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

t Lessons Previewed (apprdx

Sessions Affected ailure

Would se Your Own Time
mprove PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

274
Oo

Composition - 1

30/22

during class'

replace classwork

asst site coordinatOr

self, Site coordinator,'U of I staff

course catalog

some

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate

more than sufficienj.-----,

avers -------

25%

2 .

no

fellow instructor

nous.

0
t.

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none,

Prior PLATO Use Fall 74 - Fall 75

Sourci\of PLATO Training site coordinator, asst site' coordinator',
U of I staff-

Years leaching 13

YeAfs at this College 13

-A"Tenure yes

*Term beginning/end

296
er

low
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5

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #31

No interview conduced.

Composition - 1

-a
b

a.

4
in.ni / 2 4 it '21 4 hrs

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 25 students, 107 hours. Average: -4.3

297

fa



ID NUMBER English ,Instructor #32

276

COURSE INFORMATION

Nixie ' CompOsition 1

*Enrollment 25/22

Schedule during class

PLATO Use replace classwork, review and_praetice

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source U of I staff

Lesson Preview yes

ETS pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons variable

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your 0umTime no
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact fellow instructor

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed no response

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Summer 75, Fall 7g

Source of PLATO Training site coordinator

Years Tea ching 8

Years at this College 8

'Tenure

*Term beginning/end

yes

298

.1
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INTERVEW SUMMARY English Instructor' ,#32

General' .

The influence of PLAi0 on achievement is mi at best. It is
better for.shaiper students who are able to ass late the LAMS material
easily. Attitude toward PLATO does-not seem related to ability; acVoss
the ramie of abilities, some. find it superior and an equal number "cut"
class on PLATO days. PLATO's great advantage is that it increases time /01;
individual work and teacher consultation. 'Additionally, it koviges variety
and it is more fun than a workbook. Its disadvantage is that its use does
mot fit neatly with this scheduled hours provided; PLATO lessons frequently

\.bakalonger than the one hour increments assigned. Moreover, it is difficult
to' keep PLATOand non - PLATO classes running. together. PLATO is better than
wor ks, audio-visual aids, homework, or a text. It is not as satisfactory
as ture, tutors, or discussion and impossible to rank with drill or lab,

o'
Use Lessons

PLA was used during classtime to replace some.elasardom instruction
and for re iew and practice. In the future, the instructor would like
greater fle ibility in his use of PLATO. He would like to send students as a
class less o ten and encourage casual use on an as-needed babis in topics
on basic usage.

The texts for the course were Writing Apprenticeship, third edition,
by Norman Britton and One Flew Over the Cuckoo's Ndst by Ken Kesey. Appro-
priatePLATO lessons were suggested' by UniVersity of Illinois staff members.
Lessons were selected to address the basic writing problems of English 101
students.

Topies in grammar, mechanics, and usage that would normally be contained
in a handbook are best suited to PLATO. Topicb in grammar best suit his
syllabus. No lessons were too hard for his class but some were too long,
although there is such abroad spectrum of ability among his students it is

° 'difficult to make a generalization about learninsi level. The lesson on .

editing,a paragraph employdd PLATON:special charicteristics most effectively.

In the future, users should write the lessoni with a imum
supervisory of administratiye interference. Newer less s should be

.developed on writing, especially on the term, paper. Or ent lessons need
to. be made clearer, especiall by the addition of more cOnsistent directions

4 in the router. Students show d be able to exit the router when they,- encoun-
ter impossible\difficulties. oreover, some router sequences are.toolong.
In general, specially selected lessons work moreoeffectively thap do router
lessons.

Mechanics_and Administration

One total system failure occurred during the semester-and, ononeoccasion,
there was'no technical assistant in the laboratory fOian 8:00a.m. Class.
AdditionallyArdne student had trouble'signing in and witd her pasekeird.
Alternatem1terial was prepared in the event of a PLATO failure. No
el.gni ant scheduling problems occurred.

299
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English instructor *32 - continued '

The instructor managed his own course roster and curriculums Jim
Williamson a n d Pita Silveri supplied additional help using PLATO.

ETS tests Versa given and. the instructor is well satisfied with the
tests. .

The effect of PLATO on the teaching profession may be minimal-, perhaps
.limited to supplethenting the text and replacing workbooks. It has not A

significantWeffected leis classroom work and, on the wpole, has had little
effect on his career.

CompositiOn - 1

5

64

US81.2e-e115trtbUtl.WI
TeAsts: 35 students. 117 h-urs. Average: 4.7

.

4:

A

4 0

v

,*

.3'

%.

6

hrs
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #33

COURSE INFORMATION

HAM,.

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum,

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

F

_Composition - 1 (2 Qations)-

N-55/67 (total 2 sections)

during class

repla' sworkireyiew and practice,
supplement.-hommpamdc -7-

self

self .

instructor's own le sons,
...,

yes
.

pretests, posttests, attitude

COME EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sualcient

Quality of Lessons no tesponde
.

tAmessons Previewed (approx.) \ 100%

lssions Affected by Failure 121

' Would YOU Use Your Own Time
td Iiprove PLATO Instruction

yes

6

tl

surveys

O

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION
. - .

Firtt
.

PTIATOContact college administration

U of I Extension. Course
..

'"--PLATO Lessons Designed-

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Us

Source of TO Training

'Years aching

arsat this College

4enuie

*Term beginning/end

none

5+

5+

Fall 73 - spring 75

Fall 73 - Fall 75:

U of I staff

8
8

yss

301
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #33 --..,

-
.

. i

r I
IGeneral

\ ..

m___:___---7--101ivio tetigfes both the s dent's attention
makes h' o the work. In gene al, students lik0
lei le who.like the sense of power over the Nine.

thusiasid wears off students continue to us and
provides necessary encouragement and flattery, ,ana
embarrassment in_clarrecting-students-'-errors. -Ad
instant response and can simpl4y the presenta
Finally, it 'changes the intimidating_image of
teacher. PLATO'sswincipal -disadvantages' that it
rather t§an-creation, with which-ioit d ,-.sie n is:cOncern
for-whiCh PLATO is not particularly ism '' ited

tlo
n-of
e tra

articip
spepi ly the

Aft4 nitial
the work.

pri acy reduces
al vit4royilps

Iex points. -.!

1 Engligh"
repair iwo

an

Textbooks are still best for t
better than most audio-visuals but
writing technique. It is better
response or reinforcement.

PLATO improves student
'moved faster through the
as the PLATO class. Sp
as well'-on the lesson

Upe and Lessons.

IC

oriented student. PLATO is
ood as a tutor for4teaching

kbooks which n not provide!

r s non-PLATO class
t learn it as thoroughly

clasi did .not do

Although it is year the-instruc

supp4p

mental aid, this year she made it
of C os ion for Career Students. The
Educatio ickett. The ins

s written.'lessons which

PLATO kg pecially useful for lessons which
introduce new concepts simply. Of her own lessons,
those which require,/touch response and .would, if it w
all her lessons to'replace typed answers with touch res
particularly like to write a compound lesson which would-
the,work on getUnds and infinitives and another on noun clau
junctions.

. .

r had used PLATO only asa_
n integral part of two 'sect
ext used was Writin for Occu ational
ctor used only the PLATO

apiece drill or which
he instructor prefers
e possible, revise

nses. She would
aw together all

es and con-

Mechanics and Administration

NoAlignificant scheduling or mechanical problem's occurred. The
instructor manages her own curriculum and her own roster. ETS pre- and
-posttests Were given.

The instructor doe's not se PLATO as a threat to teachers. She
became interested in PLATO during its early stages mid received initial
help, from Dr. Videbeck in gettihg started. PLATO is a resource a teacher

'Would be foolish not to utilise if it could be of use. Budget Ronsiderations
may present the only problem to its continued use.
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Engp.sh Instructor #33

RacOmmondatioas

Neese
of repair ski
difficult to

281

contlAed

e more lessons -on
\
Iccetposition

'with creative ctice. Al
the k cou .be simpli

chtequire the integration
ugh rfueh lessons might be
ed by desii/ning compesition

problems which are piktially st.k.14c ed and'whidh accept only
solutions. -Free positions using o y a programmed lexicon are -*

impractical,.

\Composition - 1

:n . an rt
2 6

_

1

8

r,

. n ,

-1 " I. I 4 hr:
12 \ 16 18

Usage di str i but i on (2 sections) ..

Total's: 66 stulent 5 , 410 hours. Ave 'ge:
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ID
.

NUMBER

--7-' 282

Eriglish InstrUctor #34

COURSE /NFORMATXQN

*Enrollment

Composition -

2y35'
Scheduile d:IiiiiaClass. outside of class, termimale

not reserved

... .PLATO-UeePLATO; Use 4 replace classwae review and practide

Roster self, a#St site coordinator
.

. . \
Curriculum site coordinator,, dsst siteveooidinatOr

Lesson SOurce course catalog, fellow instUt.tor
, .

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

. Leyej oi'Leisons

Qiantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

Lessohs Previewed

a
no

appropriate

sufficient

average

(approx.) 0

sessions Affected* Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO InstructiOn'

no

-

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact :).fellow instructor
.

U of I Extension COurse nond 1
. . .

PLATO Lessons Designed 0
,,,

PLATO Lessons Programmed 1 (jointly with anothir instructor)

Release Time . none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 75
kt

. ..

Source of PLATO Training site coordinator, asst site coordinator

Years Teaching 9

Years at, this College 1/2

enure no

(Term 'beginning/end

3J1

ti
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- En lishkInstructor #34

No, interview donducted.

Composition -

4-9

4-9

10'

5
4

hrs
t 8 18 4 16 .18 20

stribution
Totils: 19 Itudents, 38. ours. Average; 2.8\/

ti

IL

3 0 5

/
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ID NUMBER .Bngli.siZIftstructor # 35

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment °

Schedule

Roster

Curriculum

Loison Source

Leigdp-PreRkTt

BTS

durAng class;
no-;reserved

review and pract

self, .asst site

self, U of I sta

catalog

COURSE,EVALUATION-

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lesson:

'Quality o4Lessons

41.

e

oordinator

terminals

posttests, attitude su eys

appropriate

mars than sufficient .

t Lessons"Previewel.(aPPtox.j. 100%

Setsions Affected by Failure-

Would You Use Your Ov.nvTime
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO. Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessona'Programmed

---,..Release Time

r Prior PaTOUskt

fellow instructor

none

5+

0 .

none

Fall-74, Fall 75

..

Source of PLATO Trag. self, site Coordinator, asst site
coordinator, U of I staff, fellow instructor?

3/62,Years Teaching-.

Year at this College 1 1/2

no

*Term beginning/end

336
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English Instrei-

/ COURSE I

Name

*Enrollment
/:

Schedule

PLATO Use

itoster

)Curriculum

Lesson Siource

Lesson Preview

ETS'\

Composit sections}

53/48 (total .2 sectnA4L-

-*during class; outside of CleSst-Aerminals4'
.#5 reserved

review and practice

sel sst site coordinator

ieWirpf I staff

course catalog

yeS .

. /
pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

COURSE EVALUATION
. /

Level of Lessons opriate

quantity of Lessons re than sufficient

ity of Lessons, average 's

% Le ns Previewed' (4:9=K:) j 100%

Sessions Affected by P)eilurjV 2 - 4 (f.Ctal sections)

Would YQU Use Youfarn Tiie, yes
to Improve PLATO ns tion

L /
UCTOR INFORKATIoN

Pirst\pLATO Contact fellow instructor
. ,

U of 1.4*hension Course none

PLATO Lessoh\s Designed 54:

PLATO Lessons Programed 0

Release Time none -..., 4

Prior PLATO Use ll 74, Fall id 44

Source of PLATO Training se , sitecoordinaior, asst site
coo nator, U of I staff, fellow instructor

. Years Teaching 3 1/2
e
4 Years at this College 1 1/2

.
, f

Tenure no 16

*Term beginning/.

301
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY- -- English InstrUctor #35

General-
!!

The instructor saw no difference in achievement among the ability
groups of her sections of English-101 and 102 but she did notice improve-
ment in 101 hen she used lesson sequences eclectically rattler than !axing
the se ence provided by the router. NATO's effect on 1.02 classes was
uncertgne\ tudents like PLATO beqause it varies the apprOach to instruc-
tion-. It is novel means of instruction for community college students

ich reinfor, es and provides variety of instruction: Unfortunately, PLATO
can provid unprogrammed--responties to.studentst question's and, unaess
the au has carefully foreseen problems students may have, the instruction
can not be plete without the assistance of the instructor.

PLATO is better than a workbook, audio-visuals, programmed learnt
and laboratory. It is not ategood as homework, a text, drill, lec e,

tutors, and class discussion.

Use and lessons
t

41%

PLATO was used in bOthpnglish 101 and 102 in class and on an unscheduled
basis for review and practice.

4
Texts usedin the classes were Creating Compositions and Rhetoric

Made Plain for 101, and 102, respectively. Appropriate PLATO lessons were-
chosen from the printed catalog with the advice of rin:Williamson. the
instructor is relunctant tO use the router, for doing so relinquishes

- control of the curriculum both in contentand sequence.
4'

1

.Topics in gremmar suit PLATO best as do topics on a single concept or ,

point. Leisons 4paragkaphs and proofreading were especially good because
they fit the classes' needs in writing. Lessons which used smiling and
frowning faces for reinforcement seemed to make exceptional use of PLATO's
visual ability. Lessons on grammar were most appropriate for the 101 course .

and lessens onfootnotesand bibliography fit the 102 syllabus. The learning.
level of"most lessons was appropriate and none was too d4fficult for the
students.

In the future, curricula and lessOneShould take into account the
varying needs of the several campuses. Lessons on transitions would be
an especially valuable addition to the curriculuni and present lessons should t

be adapted to proiride,more flexible answer judging.

- Mechanics and Admihistration

:Occasional terminal faithres interrupted the instruction hi* there was
no 'total failure of the system during the semester,and, fortunately, no
echeduling problems occurred. The instructor managed her own curriculum
and roster, and received some help from Joan Sweeny in the use of PLATO.

- .
ETS.preteste-were given; some grammar questions were inappropriate for

the class.

it
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English Instructor #35 -- continu

PLATO-is not capable of Makin
and so it can only supplement and
tively reinforce what.itit taught in
no impact on her career.'

Composition - 1

0
T3

5

n n
t A

over the full
oe'replace the
,the classroom.

2 4 6 8 48

Usage distution
Totals: 25 wtudents, 80 hours.

instruction of class
teacher. It can effec7
So. far PLATO has 'had

4

12 14 16 18 211

Composition 2

5 -

4

a.

n n n
I I I -1

4 6 8 10

Average: 3.2

1 I 1 1 i

12 14 16". 1.6

Usage distribution
Totals: 26 students, 57 hours.

4,

309

Average: 2.2

*I Firs
20

.
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English Instructor #35 -- continued

5

n.n4 11.11111 in,
ft . 2 4 6

A

I. 3n.
I I I Ihrs

8 10 12 14 16 18 .20

Usage di str ibut ion

Totals: 16 students, 57 hours. Average:, - 3.6

3i()

4

I.

4



ID NUMBER English Instructor #36

289

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Composition - 2 (3 sections)

Enrollment 75/66 (total 3 sections)

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons.

Quantity of Lessons

Quality og Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approxe

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATDAnstruction4

during class; *outside of class, terminals
not reserved

replace classwork

self, asst site coordinator

self, U of I staff

course catalog

s
pretests, postteits, attitude surveys

appropriate

less than sufficient

very high

100%'

1 (total 3 sections)

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

V of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Tir

Prior PLA, Use

Source of LATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

'.Tenure I

*Term beginning/snck

no

fellow instructor

Spring 74, Ghesquiere, intro

2

0.

Spring 74,' Sumter 74, Spring 75

Summer 74 - Fall 75

credit course, U of I staff, site,coordinatOr

19 .

_

1/2

es

311
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ID NUMBER " EngliSh Iristructor #36

COURSE INFORMTION

'Name

*Enrollment.

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster;

CUrriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUAT/ON

Level of 'Lessons

'Quantityof Lessons

Quality of Leains

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affedied by Failure

.Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO InstruCtion

INSTRUCTOR 44 :FORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U"of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

SOurce of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

'Tenure

\Ns

*Term beginning/end

290

Report writ

25/18

during class; out *de of c ass, terminals
nit reserved.

replete classwork

self; asst site coordinator'

self, of I ;taff

course catalo4

yea.--
P 6

pretests,`posttesta, attitude surveys

appropriate

).ess than sufficient

very high

100%

0

no

.felIbw instructor

Spring 74, Ghesquiere, intro

2

0

Spring 74, Summer 74, Spring 75

Summer 74 - Fall 75

credit course, U of I staff, site coordinator

19 .

8 1/2

ayes

t

3.12
,

ar.
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General
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English Instructor #36

4

PLATO is a-v seful aid, especiairy in teaching mechanics' .

lkile there is no ob us correlation between attitude toward PLATO and
ability, in English 10 students wore more likely to go to class On 6-

PLATO days and poorer studentailvijoyed,class more. PLATO makes.leaining.
Mbre pleasant because it is sal paced and because it offers individual
instruction in special nOes.. PLATO frees teachers for conferences and *

s . gives hope to students who have had several semesters of problems. ,.

..
, 4
PLATO presents certain:topics, for example, footnoting find bibliography,

I.

better than it could be done in class. PLATO'S Chief disadvantages are s.

I. mostly mechanical; too few terminals, mechanical failures, and :poorly
*maintained equipment compromiie its use. ' ,

. . .

\ ,' As a teaching aid PLATO is equal to homework and, except for class
a scussion, superior to all other media. The class in English t02 used

\ Harbrace Handbook, seventh edition; and the Decker Patterns of'Exposition
as the principal text. Audio-visual filmstrips on research reports and
on selected topics were provided. PLATO was used both as a replacement
for classtime and as supplementary instruction to be used at the students!
own convenience.

Lessons

PLATO is especia/ly suitable for topics in mechanics Of composition,'
dictionary-use, logic, and paragraph construction. The lesson On famotes
is particularly'good since students can complete it without taking much
time and. enjoy it as well:. Equally good are the lessons on transformation-
al grafter written by Gorunr they are soundly based on- modern grammar and
accurate in theory. The lessons on diction and the LARS materials best
fit'English 101; the lessons on footnotes and bibliography best suit
English-102. Thole lessons which best exploit PLATO'S unique characteristics
are the LARS materials and the lessons written by Bob Bator. The learning
level of most lessons isappropilate although the introduction to PLATO
bores many students amrthe comma lessons are too hard. Some lessons need

Nto be simplified and purified. Teaching Sentence structure and internal
punctuation at the same time, as some LARS materials do, is a mistake.
'Typographical and mechanical problems need to be eliminated from the present
lessons,

Future lessons should be developed by community college staff who
should be given release time for this purpose. Especially needed are
lessons in logic, consituction, and concreteness.

Mechanics and Administration

Since the course met at night, scheduling was rarely.a problem althougt
the instructor foresees the possibility of worsening scheduling problems

in the future. There were several mechanical delays during two or three
class periods. When failures occurred, conferences or classes were held.

The instructor managed her own curriculum and roster; she received
technical help from Pauline Jordan, Jim Williamson, and Gary Michael. '

313
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s
UsageUsage d t st r abut ion

iota Is: 30 stu dents

4 .

English InItr:uctar,1136 i7 continue a
*..._.

The AT$..ppelpst was Oyes.; no all questions ort, the ws test are
IcprOPriaie but they arWleirgeiy'g apd.muchibetter than formerly.
udents did ComPlain thee:thorn ed;d more timeto finish the test.

4 . 00

.

Becaude PLgTO,rel-Xelies ihe%teithler,o16,the routine activities of
. slAssroom dxill *openethe.possibilitiir of. newteaching-techhiguesr

an praCticee; itliasilroyidedllexibility and the freedom to have mbre
indiIidull.Conferencie erid,discussioAroups.during classtime. It has

'- Opened Up fikbher new possibilities of teaching methods; the instructor
hopes to takea,PLATO curse and'contribute more extensively to the use

..- of,PLATQ0 4
- 4 .

. V.i. . /ft
l

..ft .

Compoiition - 2 (3 sections used 2 PLATO courses) .

* c .

I

I

A - .. ri

'i -1. II- 1

..

i 1 I f 'h1_'h1_ ' I.' 1 ' i 1 i I hr'

«3 6. 8. 10 12 . 14 16 18 204

$

zr

V`

z
Yl

5

-n

0

me.

53.1-tovs. fiverale: 1. 8

I . n 11 . I
I I I I I 1 hrs\,,

2 4 6 8 1.0 12 14 16 18 20 1
.

Usage distr i but ion

Totals: 34- students. 56 hours. Average:. 1.6
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. English Instructor #36'- continued

Report Writing

0

0

I

5

. // Tot

hrs
11 12 14 It 18 20

:4
age clistribut ion

16 students, 14 hours. Average: ge9

4'

4
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English Instructor. 07!

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster.

Curriculum_

Lesson Source

,Lesson Preview

294

COURSE EVAIATION

Level of Leison appropriate ..

4

ding 0

/21

during class, as available 0

praCticereplace classwork, review and

'college PLATO staff

self

course cataldg

no

--pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

Quantity of Le sons

Quality of Le sons

% Lessons Pr jewed (approx.)

Sessions Aff cted by Fiilure

Would You U e Your Own Time
to ImprOve LATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR NFORMATION

'First PLATO Contact

U of I EXtension Course

TO Less4ns Designed

PLA Sims Programmed

Release Time

"Ant PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Yearsw.Teacbinp

Years at this Coll;egeP 14

more than sufficient

average

0%

4

yes

.

collegePLATO staff

none
,

0

V

0'

none,

Fall 74.- Fall 79-

- site coordinator, U of I Staff

16

.Tenure Yes

3iG



ID NUMBER English Instructor 137

NFORMATION

Name

*Engollment.

Schedule *-

PLATO Use

Roster 4

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lessbn.Previews

ETS

.COURSE OALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity iqf Lesions

Qualit, of `Lessoni

% tessOns PreViewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Panora

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATZT

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Le'ssons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Releasi Time

Prior PLATO Use

! Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

'Tenure

*Tern beginning/end

29S

4

Composition -'1 (2 sections)

50/ (total 2 sections)

during `Cless, as available

replace classwork

asst site directok; U of I

taelf

course catalog

no

staff

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

college PLATO staff

none

O -

none.

Fall 74 - Fall 75

site coordinator, U of I staff/

16

14

yes

3/7.
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #37

General

For the very best and for the very" Slow PLATO may have some influence
on ability and achieyement. There' seems to be greater absenteeism on PLATO
days, perhaps because students think instructor has po means of iden-
tifying the absent. Absenpeism is predictaVik,highest among the 'very poor.
students. PLATO'S chief advantages are that it forces the-student to
participate and that it saves the teacher and.student fromendless.repetitidP.
Unfortunatelyo'some use it mainly as g plaything. On the whole, PLATO is
better than homework and equal to drill, lecture,, and' workbook. It is
probably not as successful as.other"forms of instruction and media.

Use and Lessons

c PLATO was used duripg classtinte, and outside of class to lace some
classroom instruction and optionally for.keviewand prac , to supplement

A: homework, andttpiereplace some homework. The instructor, does not plan any
. \phange in the ukse of PLATO except that PLATO may be ,used more,for drip. in

the future.

.

The 'text for the. course WAS Functional English ,for Writers, which was
supplemented by class handouts. Appropriate PLATO lessons were selected
from the an-line index.

Topics in mechanics and which require drill'best suit. PLATO. The
lesson Wordwar is too complicated but the lessons On fragments. and run-ons
ate particularly good. Many lessons matched the instructor's syllabus
'and only those lessons thAt use arrows seemed too hard for clasi. No,- lessons

on the router were too hard.

Future lessons should be developed in conjunction with using English
departments. More lessons on reading and the use of the dictionary would
be appreciated. Both new and existing lessons should eliminate the use of

. arrows.

Mechanics and Administration

This particular class was- beset by particularly bad mechanical problems.
Moreover; LARS was not accessible during some of the class sessions. No
scheduling problems arose however. Jim Williamsonmanagedi the class ros
and Williamson along with Errol Magidson provided assistance in the us
of PLATO.

No ETS tests were given.

PLATO will have little or no impact on the teaching profession f it
can not be made more reliable. If it can be made to work, it can,alter the
classroom experience by providing an alternate means for repetitious drill.
So far, PLATO has had no influence on. the instructor's career/

///.
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English Instructor 137 continu

Read49

40

5
vnt

431.01

n in in n,
2 4 6 8

297

I'

111 'n1 ' 1 ' -1----4-L-1---1 hrs
4 .

10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution ..

Totals: 24 students, 1`62 hours. Average: 6.8

Composition -

5

.

.Iond

. -2 4 6 8 10 12

Usage distribution (2 sections)

Totals: 32 students,- 167 hours. Average: 5.2

1 I ` 1' ' hrs
14 16 18 20
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ID NUMBER English Instructor 1138:

OURS INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment
. ,

Scheibile,

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Reading

27/

during class; outside of class, terminals
not reserved

review and practice,

asst site coordinator

self, Uof I staff

Lesson Source course Catalog

Leeson Preview no

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

'Quantity of Lessons

Quality of LessOns

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

-Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

`-

no

no .response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION.

First PLATO Contact .college staff memorandum

0 of I Extension Course Spring 75, JordantwintrO

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLATO /onions Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Spring 75 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit course, site coordinator, asdt site
coordinator, U of I staff

.Years Teaching

'4Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

8

3

no

32,0#
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #38

General

PLATO can
to use it. Man
and do not'atten
between the use o

somewhat belpful to students with sufficient motivation
do not perceive PLATO use as "real" class work

se sessions. There is no evident relationship
learning ability.

PLATO is an excellent supplementary aid to be used for drill and
review on an as-needed basis. It is better than workbooks, homework,
or class drill. PLATO conducts a dialogue with the student and is better
than ppgrammed learning. Moreover, it permits the instructor more time
to work on organization of writing and less on mechanics.

PLATO's chief disadvantage is its poor quality' of programming.
Lessons using arrows are difficult and some lessons do not accept all
correct answers to questions and problems. PLATO is net a replacement
for text, lecture, class discussion, or lab. How it compares,with_audio-
visual aids is uncertain. "'

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used to replace class time and could be used by students
outside of class attheir own - convenience for review and practice. In the
future the instructor would increase the use of RLATdNas a review tool.

The clasp used Functional English for Writers and dittoed haidouts.
PLATO lessons were chosen from a hard-cover catalog and were selected to
reinforce classroom work. Topics in mechanics and usage are best suited
to PLATO. Among the best lessons are those on subject -verb agreement,
irregulak verbs, prepositional phrases, and diction. The lessons which
best fit the course syllabus were those on sentence fragments, run-on
sentences, and the identification of subjects and verbs. The learning
level of most of the lessons was suitable for the class although the
lessons on spelling and vocabulary were too difficult. Lessona with
arrows, noted above, confused the class and should.be rewritten to'delete
that feature. Lessons which de not allow the student a chance to exit
when he has no chance of success; for example, the spelling diagnostic
-lesson, should be eliminated. Finally, many lessons need greater flexibility
in answer judging.

Mechanics and Administration

One total failure of the system happened early in the term, toward the
end of the term the router caused severe difficulties. The only scheduling
problem was that there were more students in the class than there were
terminals available at the scheduled class hour. Alternate material was
prepared for PLATO interruptions. Errol Magidson and Jim Williamson helped
the instructor with the course. Williamson entered the class roster.

The course had no contact, with ETS.

321



300

English Instructor #38

Theteachercan not evaluate the impact of.PLATO on the.teaching
,profession but she did express some reservations over its potential

misuse. so far it has had no influence on her career. 0

. f

fl . .1
r I I A 1 A i hrs

4 6 8 1 12 1=4 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 34 students, 74 hours. Average: 2:2
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ID NURSER English Instructor #39

COURSE INFORMATIOr

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

CurriculUm

Lesson Source

,Lesson 'Preview

ETS

0

301

Reading (2 sections)

89/80-(total 2 sections)

,during class, as available

review andlumatice

self, asst site director

self

course catalog

some

no

O

COURSE EVALUATION.

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons less than sufficient

Qualiy of Lessons high

%Lessons Previewed (approx.)4 100N

Sessions Affected by Failure' 0

Would You Use Your Own Time . yes

to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact .

0

Other

$

0

0

U of I Extension Course Spring 73, Videbeck, users and_authors
Spring 75, Jordan, advanced

PLATO Lessons Designed 1

PLATO Lessons.Programmed 1

Release Time none

Prior -PLATO Use Fall 74 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit courses, site coordinator, U of I

lean Teaching

at this College

Ton e

*Term bnning /e

staff, other

10 1/2

6 1/2

yea
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ID NUMBER English Instructor #39

COURSE INFORMATION.

Name - '

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO 'Use

Roster'

Curriculum

Lesson.. Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I ExtenSion Course 1

PLATO Lessoni Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

PriordpATO Dee

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

' Years at this College

-Tenure

*Term beginning/end

302

-Composition - 1

25/23

during class, as available

review and practice

self, asst site coordinator

self, asst site coordinator

course catalog

some

'pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

difficult

more than sufficient

high

50%

2 or 3

yes

other

Spring 73, Videbeck, users and authors =*
spring 75, Jordan, advanced

1

1

none

Fall 74 - Fall 75

credit course, site coordinator, U of I
staff, other

10 T/2

6 1/2

yes
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- English Instructor #39

General

PLATO seems to help, even if test results show that few students
achieved high levels. Both the students and teacher'alike appreciate
the endearments that the answer judging provides for correct answers.
While students of high a1i1ity may be bored by PLATO, most average or
below average students enjoy it very much and work well with it. PLATO'
has helped this instructor to teach better; it relaxes her and gives her'
an opportunity to give her voice a rest. Although. PLATO hat no serious
disadvantages, mechanical errors and some hyper-sensitiied terminals
cause some problems for students but most students accept the fact that
the difficulties of PLATO are related to its newness and are more than
compensated for by the excitement of a new medium.

.

PLATO. isi more effOctive than workbooks, audio-visual aids,tomework,
class drill, or class /discussion. It is not as good as lectures, tutors,
laboratories.

4
Use and Lessons

PLATO was used in all of the instructor's classes during classtime
to provide reriew and drill. \\

The class used the HarbriCe Handbook and spine ditt materials
as text.

Any topics requiring drill best fit PLATO, especially'when
answers are given immediately. Work on PLATO is much better than individual
student recitation in class. The instructor particularly liked the lessons
on subject-verb agreement and on diction, although she feels they might be
too-sophisticated for basic students. The lessons on subject-verb agree-
ment, run-on sentences, and comma splices fit her syllabus particUlarly
well. She wishes that more reading lessons were available, for they. would
fit her sylBabus easily. All the lessons available to the class fit the
learning level of the audience. The curriculum might be improved by the
addition of more lessons on reading, especially reading lessons based upon
paragraphs and not upon recognition ofwords or word parts. Existing lessons
could be imeroved by proviaing for greater answer jUdging and by rewriting
the programa to respond to student errors which are currently ignored.

The instructor 'reviewed the lessonsherselitii4 accepted aim ifilliainson's-

advice in picking lessons. The lessons selected addressed the most frequent
errors the students. did or might encounter.

Mechanics and Administration
.

A few hyper-ksensitiVe terminals were the source of theonly mechanical
difficulties. Additionally, one BOO eti.m. session Was loft because the
class had no key and the lab aide was not available at the proper- time.
When interruptions occurred the students returned to class, for normal 'class

work.
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,

.s. English Instructor #39 -- continued

\\ , Jim Williamson established the initial class roster and helpedlmamage
".the curriculum. Errol Magidson, Jim Williamson, and Mits Yamada helped the
lmstrUctor with, the course. i

PLATO has.made the instructor's teaching easier. It frees her
grade papere or to provide individual assistance to the students w le they
are working alone. She feels it will help the teaching profession ind she
hopes to begin programming lessons herself soon.

1

Reading

0 2. 4 6 8 1@ 12 14 16 18

. IUsage distribution
Total s : 28 students, 86 11,-.,urs. Average: 3. 1

.

5

.

*firs;

. 12 14 16 18,

I

14 hours . Average: it. 8

Usage distribution
Tots I 5: 17 ;students.

4
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Eliglish Instructor #39 -- continued

Composition - 1

5

:n 4_11 n
nn

n 11 11 11) rl .

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

I

I I I 1-irs

16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 27 students, 140 hours. Average: 5.2

4 .0
44
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SUBJECT COORDINATOR'S SUMMARY -- MATHEMATICS-

,-

Use

During Fall Semester 1975, twenty-nine math courses, including GED
cOursed used PLATO aethe five contract sites. 'A total of 2,236,hours
of imat*Ammtticm instruction was provided to 714 students. AdditiOnally,
mathematic* lessons were .used' at the Urbana Adult 'Education Center,
Illinois correctional institutions, Chicago Upward Bound, the,-University
of. Illinois School tif'Basic Medical Sciences, the University of Illinoii
College of Pharmacy-, Carnegie-Mellon University, the -University of Arizona,

-.and the Catetpillar Tiactor Corporation.

Lessons i/

About 1.90 mathematics lessons were available on PihT0 during Fall 1975,.
amounting-to abOut seventy-five hours of instructional material. The
lessons.ire_accessib;e. for review thr h an ,updated index lesson,- "mathcc,"
and are descii-bed in a hard -copy caia g. The catalog was revised during
the semester. .

Classroom implementation

The mathematics courseware.of PTO was used inthe classroom in a
wide variety of ways. Some classes meae*PLATO coMpletely voluntary after/
A short introductory lesson. Others used PLATO/1n several clasi sessions
during the"semestet\and_encouraged additional voluntary use. Still others
used PLATO for one hour each week of the scheduled classtime, or devoted
several consecutive 'class hours to PLATO which were followed by sever
weeks with no'PLATO use. Two Adult Education classes were twig ntirely
on PLATO.

In all courses, the system.youter was used, and, in most cases,
individual instructors chose the lessons they wanted for-their classes.
Choiceves usually made from the hard -copy.catalog of mathematics lessons,
or from the on-line index, "mathcc." Faculty who-wanted assistance in
choosing or implementing lessons were aided by Lou DiBetio and Keith Bailey
of CERL, Robert Grandey of Parkland College, and Mitsuru,tamada, Errol
Magidson, 14.shard Neapolitan, and Carroll Robinson of the City Colleges
of Chicago. Although several instructors fully controlled course and routing
'software-by entering their own course.rosters and maintaining their own -

files, the majority of mathematics instructors drew, if varying degrees
upon thejlelp of the PLATO staff.

Other Activities .0

.!

Several new activities to implement PLATO use were begun-during the.
fall semester. First an Adult Education course4n matheMatics Was designed
for ,the City Colleges of Chicago, and two pilot_tats,weAt made. The
course was taught exclusively on PLATO and met once a'week,in two-hour
sessions .for eight weeks. Two moreisiMelar courses are planneetfor the

. . -. .

329
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spring semester. Second's a studen guide was repared for the Math 111
curriculum at gennedy-King College The guide ccintained a list of the
lessont suitable f9t the course i exed to the appropriate sections of
the text. Guides were mailed to, the Math, 111.instructors; who made them
available to their students. ,The instructorS.wire enthusiastic about
the usefulness of the guides both to the students and to thpmselves, and
requested that more such guides be made up for other courses:. Third,
liaison with' Parkland-College consi- ed.pOstly of planning the extensive
use of PU1TQ in Spring 1976. PUI lAans were made'for an effectiveness
study of Math 12.3, and student g des were prepared for,Math 091and Math
095'at Parkland College.

40
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ID NUMBER -Mathematics Instructor #1

-.

C RSE INFORMATION

Name.

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum..

:Lesson Source

Lesson preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION.

Level of Lessons

GED'MatheMatics.(2,se6tio9s)

45/40

during class

review and' practice; supplement hokeworks

'self

r self

U of estaff

some

no

appropriate

Quantity of Lessons lesS than sufficient

duality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50,

Sessions Affected by Failure 1 or 2

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATOitnstruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLAID Contact college PLATO staff

U ofI Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time 9one.

Prior PLATO Use Fall. 73 75

Source of PLATO Training self; site coOrdinatorpl'',U of I staff.'

Years Teaching 1?.`

Years at this College 2

*Tenure

'*Term 'beginning/end

1k
\
\

no
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 07- Mathematic.s nstructor #1

No int6rview conducted.

\ GED mathematiCs

0

C
-4.

3
0)

5

insi a In.ni. ini
0 0- 8 , 10 12 .14 46'. 48 -20 .

-,1 1 ' 1 inlhrs

Usage distribution
Totals: tV, students,. 148 hours.' Average: 2.5'

0 2

,n111,11ini In, n a I In 1 I . 1 hrs
4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution .

Totals: 47 students. 133 hours. Average: 2.9
/ \
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ID NUMBER Mather tics Instructor #2

, COURSE INFORMATION

Ndme

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

CUtriculum.

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

lo°
Adult Education Mathematics

20/20

during classtime de

replace classwork, review and practice,
replace homeworli.

self

self

no response

yes

no

COURSE EVALUATION

LiVel of Lessons appropriate
.

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficient

Quality of Lessons average

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 0

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Lnprove PLATO Instruction

yes

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact no response

U of I Extension Course none

PLATO Lessons Designed 5+

PLATO Lessons Programmed 5+

Release Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training self

Fears Teaching 6

Years at this College 1

Tenure iko

'.*Taikm beginning/end
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor #2

No interview conducted.

/;4idult'Education Mathematics

5

'4,

n n1.1n,noLnniinilli ' inn,4 i i Ihrs
2 4 6 § 10. 12 '14 16 18 20

. ..,.

Usage distri
;

but
Totals: 23/students, 136 hours. :filler-age; 5.9. t



ID NUMBER

.315

NatheMatics InstructgrA0

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Adult Education Mathematics .

*Enrollment 23/13

Schedule during class

PLATO Usit replace classwork

Roster self

Curricuilum self

Lesson Source course catalog, U of I staff, college
PLATO staff, fellow instructor

Lesson Preview yes

ETS no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of Lessons

% Lessons Previewed (approx.?

Sessions Affected by Failure

appropriate

more than sufficient

high

100t

-

Would You Use Your Own Time. yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact
.

0 of I Extension Course)// a

PLATO Lessons Designed/

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

'or PLATO Use

Source ofPLATO-Training

Years Teaching

tears at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

I

fellow instructor

Summer 72, Videbeck, intro

3

3

none

Fall 73, Fall 75

self, credit course, Site coordinator,
fellow instructor, O of I staff

2 1/2

1 1/2

no
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor #3

No interview conducted.

Adult EducatiOn Mithematios

5

ini
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 *18- 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 26 students, 131 hours. Average: 6.6
.

--;`'.1 .,

.\>
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ID NUMBER Mathematics Instructor 44

COUitSE INFORMATION.

Name .

*Enrollment

Schedule,

PLAT(' Use

.

'Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson. Preview

ETS

Adult Education Mathematics

no response

during class; outside of class,
terminald not reserved

replace classroom work, review and
practicei 'replace homework

self, fellow instructor

self, fellow instructor

course catalog, U of I staff, college
PLATO staff

yes

no

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lesson appropriate

Quantity of Lessons more than sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% LessoriS Previewed 100%

Sessions Affected by Pailute 1

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

yes

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO :Contact , college* administration'.

-ru-of I Extension Course Summer 72, Videbeck, intro; Fall 72,
Videbeck, authors; Spring 73t Videbeck,
uaer4

VPLATO Lessons Designed -.s,

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time Fall 72 - Fall 7.5

Prior PLATO Use Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training sqlf, credit courses, U of I staff

Years Teaching 8

Years at this College 3

Tenure yes
e.'

*Term beginning/end 337
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor #4

No interview conducted.

Adult Education Mathematics

. Accumulated use See Mathematics Instructor #3 for usage distribution data.

se

3.3
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ID NUMBER Mathematics Instructor *5

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

-.COURSE EVALUATION

ArittMetic Skills

16/11

outside of class, terminals not reserved

no response

self

self

U 9f I staff, college PLATO staff.

yes

no

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons less than sufficient

ality of Lessons no response

% asons Previewe4, (approx.) 90%

Sessi s Affected by Failure 0

Would Yo Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve LATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR I

First PLATO Cons college PLATO staff, U of I staff

U of I Extension CoUrias none

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

.*Tikm,begiming/end

..."*."

0

none

(ptiANL se i ated, no dates given)

college PLA of ristafg,

9

7

yes

I

."7
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY-- Mathematics Instructor it5

General

AlthoUgh PLATO is not without its uses as a supplementary tool, it .

may be too expensive for the value it produces. While most students seem.
to like PLATO, many are frustrated by it; and most, especially the less
able, will not use it unless required to.

Specific problems include: (1) difficulty in manipulating the terminal,
(2) possibility of careless readings-and (3) the absence of human contact,
problems which are exacerbated among poor students. Moreover, PLATO cannot-
"go home" with students; its use is limited to the location and availability
of terminals. Finally, PLATO may create'dependence by "spodn feeding"; the
student's ability to provide a response may not carry over into problemm-
solving which requires creative ability.

Finally, many of the virtues of PLATO can be duplicated, frequently
at less cost, by a variety of instructional devices that produce results
in less time.

PLATO can, however; do a good job of drilling students and Works best
when it incorporates the element of games and graphics that distinguish it
as'a medium.

.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used as a supplement to and not a replacement for class time.
Students were not scheduled for PLATO but used the terminals on-their own
time.

PLATO lessons presented several-difficulties. First, many did not fit
the instructor's syllabus well, nor did they, as a whole, provide-adequate'
course coverage. Second, some leisons, for example the lesson on fln4ling
the least common denominator, presented methods which, while sound, were
not the methods of the instructor. Third, many lessons were unnecessarily
dull and required too much reading. Finally, some lessons required longer.
time to cover material that could be learned more quickly in clan.

1

The first two problems might be corrected by providing more lessons
and, particularly, lessons coordinated topic by topic with a standard text.
The latter two might be reduced by providing "more interesting" lessons
which reduce thd reading requirement.

,----,Although the quality of the lessons is uneven, a few lessons aria;
excellett; including the race track drill on number operations. That
exemplary lesson is fine and does exactly what ought to be done more
efficiently than could a human instructor. In general, the learning 141

-
of the arithmetic ledsons As appropriate for the audience.

PLATO lessons do not, however, generally provide instruction that
Cannot be had more easily or cheaply in another form. Workbooks, if pro-

-- vided with answers are its equal. Homework assignments can be done at
home at the-student's convenience and can be checked by the instructor.
Cara-Mate provides audible instruction that reduces the need to read.

4
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Mathematics Instructor 4P -- continued

-Learning lab students used Basic Arithmetieby Mary. Wallace and Core
Math by Bile. 491 Students used ntextVhich incorporates many exerciset.

Mechanics rand Administraticifis
,

Since' students were not scheduled for PLATO use, no scheduling problems,
occurred. Students seemed able to use the equipment whenever:they wished.
Clieses were:given an hbui's introduction to the use.of PLATO at...the begins
fling of. the course.

.

Keith Ba4ey.and.Lou DiBillo suggested lesfons for study.
.

The instructor had no ETS contact.

Finally, the instructor expressed some resentment that. release time
had.been regularly granted to a faculty membAr in the pait for the preparation.
of-PLATO math lessondwithbut any discernable products.

The instructor has written many lessons for Cara,Mate, and has had
much experience using them with learning lab students.

Recommendations

If the espense of PLATO is to by justified, more use of better lessons
must be devised.

Arithmetic-Skills

+0 :

4'7
5 ,'""

n in .

2

.1 '111-'1,11-.1-iihrs
6 8 10 12 14 16 18 22 .

Usage distribution
Totals:, 4 students, 3 hours. Average: 0.8

.
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ID NUMBER., Mathematiti Instructor016

COURSE INFORMATION

N'amo

*Enrolllent

Schedule

PLATO Use.

Roster

--Curribulum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Jevel of Lessons- appropriate

Quantity of Lessons less than sufficient.

Quality of teesons average to high

4 Lessons Previewedt(approx.) ,100%

Sessions Affected by Failure 0

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO.Instruction

Technical Mathematics.(3 sect4onsr
r.

,60 (total 3 sections)

during clasi (2.seCtions); outside of
class, terminals not reserved (1 SSetion)

mo response

self'

college PLATO staff,' U 0,1 staff

colietje..PLATO stafip:UvOf 4t Staff
. . .1

Yes

no, *

11.

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

'PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source-of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

*Tenure

*Term beginning/end

.college PLATO staff, U of'I staff

ndhe

0

0

none

(prior use indicated, no dates-given)

college PLATO Staff, U of I staff

4

342
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INTERVIEW A

Gene

t

323,.

--.Mithematics'Instruptor #6\.7

:'%' - PLATO is. an excellent suppleMent to traditio 1 inst Ctionebut it
can not replace the' teacher. It offers an alterne Wetted tx, and May

-*succeed where lectures failyjespe0i'lly for gfic4t Conc ts. :.It offers
varietylthat.lectures lack4nd.letb students rk alt their o pace. PLATO

4, is not as effective in.remedial courses becausa\p the. readin skillsY
',. required. - -; -

' - ,

.

, ., .- .

,, VerporderlY,;Audents and older women who are7f ed in :their rpatines-
seem 'to hale .the greatest difficulty.adapting to PLA .---,It."seems most -'

effectpeamOn4 the self-motivated and independent le ners.'

as homework which requires., greater self- eliance and individ al performapc

only in that it can be turned off when, the student is bor or saturated'
PLATO is very much like a tutor. It id, not ail good as, a pogrer:70%-tekt

....

for it can accept alternate correct answers. It may be' 'ter than a:/4pture

as many students-do not read carefully 'nough. It is not.a sa isfactary

PLATO is excellent for review and drill; it is bet r than, avorkbook

.

. .

I

.

.
A

Frustretion.wiihlmechari al problems, initially high for new students,
decreases with increasing fare liarity'with the equipment. Moreover, ,'

access tb terminals may be & icult; PLATO can not be taken home With
the stn ent.and can not answer foreseen quaations.

.

\

\Use
\

N

PLATO se was voluntary and olould be select i preference to other
aids as a m s of fulfilling ikaring contracts. tudents Who...chose to

use PLATO d" so in Learning Lab tudents elected o study the topics
which were u ul to them, incl 'ngalgebrW-grap n and simultaneous

. equations. MD once hid the cla a whole use PIA . The' entire class ,'

,was scheduledfOr a lesson on'slid r le estimation, a 1 son which students
thought especially helpful. Those to entewho had reques ed using PLATO ,

0 in the Learning Lab did better on t lesson and also did we 1 onthe tests
over the material covered on PLATO. . - N,

/-

Af.

N

.
NI

Th instructor's early contact with PLATO was quite unsatisfactory
ana he not used it for the pastthree yars. He plans to use it as
a regular art of his 095 math course next seaester. He would use PLATO
as he has-at present in future classes of Math ;131.

Lessons-

The class, a section in technical math for auto mechanics and electronics
programs, used the text Technical Mathematics by Ewen et al., a combined
workbox and text. .

The instructor has not reviewed all the lessons available but he did
preview the lesson to' be used in class in order,to be able to advise the
class on prredures to be followedv,.., ,

- ,.

-

A
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Mathematics Instructor
V

6 --:continued :

.- .
. . .

.L./14.,siide.rule estimation lesson wasp: according to student comments,
quite helpful. "The.ilide rule lesson is good but" needs more problems in
division, an& in. the ate of the- Wand C1 scale*, The instructor did 50
to'70.problems.but could not exhaust the problem sets. The factoring lesscon
also is4artidulatly.giood- The learning level of .all' lesions that were used
was'saiisfectorY. . /

LeSion choice depends upon use. Where"PLATO is used as a classroom
_substitute, lessons,must present materials more of c4.ently than lecture
could; where' it is used as a supplement the expl ations and terminology
must match .that died in ,,class.

All topics are suitable for PLATO lesson . Only the skill of the
programmer limits the possibilities for:lest design. Future lessons
should be developed by'University of Illino staff who; work easily with
community college staff. IS possiblep lessons" should include more restarts
to permit students to complete lessons without re-doing material already
completed. Reading level of lesscins should be closely matched terthe-dsing
audience. Lessons on quadratic equations and on non-linear simultaneous
equations would be desirable butmight be little used.

A student user's handbook for the coursewould improve use.

Mechanics and Administration

Neither mechanical scheduling problems arose but the conrsemolid
not use PLATO as a scheduled aid. Bob Grandey and Paul Thompson helped
the instructor with the )ourse. Be raged the curriculum himself and
also managed the roster with the aid o ith Bailey.

\ The course had no EPS contact.

\ So far, PLATO has not affected his classroom teaching but it may in
,

the future when it is used as a part of 095.

Recommendations

It would-be nice to see PLATO terminals located in the division of%
math and physical sciences; a PLATO terminal in each classroom could be
used as a classtime aid.

1

0
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athematios Instructor #6 -- continued

Technical Mathematics

5

n :,

0

c

5

1 n A 1

1 . rl 1 . i..i .. ,I

2 4 6 , 8 10 .. 12" 14

Usage .distributiOn
Totals: 3 =tudents, 13 hours.

i ' E I- i i 1-t4rs

16 18 20

4

0 2 6 S 10 12

Usage distribution (2 sections)

Totals: 21 students, 16 hours. Average: 0.8

14 16 .10 20

S

4
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ID NUMBER

326

Mathematics Instructor #7

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment

Schedule

PLATO Use

_Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Prev.ew

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

M emetics for MachinOt (3 Sections)

45/ \

during ass

review an ractice, replace mework7

self

self, site coo nator

course catalog

yes'

no

LeVel of Lessons appropriate

entity of Lessons lesi than sufficient

Quality of Lessons high v%.

% Lessons Previewed (approy.) 100%

Sessions Affected bil\Failure . ca. 2

Would You Use Your Own, Time
to Improve PLATO lnstr U ction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Extension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time .

. Prior PLATO Use

ource Of PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Year .at'this College

'Teti=12
*Term beginning/end

yes

. ft

college PLATO staff'

Spring 74,'Ghesguiere, intro

1

0

none

Spring 74 - Fall 75

self, credit course, site coordinator

3'\\

no iesponse

\ 343
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor 117

No interview. conducted.
.

Mathematics for Machinists

.1%

.

t 5

inin I'l'+' 4- 4 hrs
2 4 6 8 lg 12 .14 16 18 20

.
4.Isage distribution
Totals* 12 'student, 42 hours. Average: 3.5

`5

O.

,
i- . 4 .

;

V

non, 111 n f 1 . I'.I 'I'4
0 ' 2 4 6 8 10 . 12 1,4 16 18

Usage -di sti'l.si but ion
Totals: 2 6 Students, 68 hours... Average: 2

Imihrs

. 6
.-

0

4,

i 4-.

44 ...*
.

5

-
.

-
4

°.
\

----:,;

'
a .,l

.. i . n; iii4n. 1 .
1 J 1

.

..

.
0 '. 2 4 6 8 10 12

\
.\ "Usage distribUtion

N. Totals: 8 studlqs, 3'8 hours:
1'

1 1-.
14 16

Average:

1

18

4.8

20

. 4 lairs
.,,

lir

20
-...\



ID NUMBER

3;8

Mathematis Instructor #8

COURSE INFORMATION

Name
\ General Mathematics

*Enrollment 14

Schedule during class

PLATO Use supplement classwork, review and practice,
supplement homework

Roster self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source course, catalog

Lesson Preview no

ETS attitude survey

#

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons Nmore than sufficient ,

Quality of Lessons average

t Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50%

Sessions Affected by Failure few

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR'INFORMATION

First PLATO contact

U of IAXteneion Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

.Prior PLATO Use

Source of.PLATO Training

yes

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

no response

Years Teaching. no responsee'

Years at this College no response

Tenure no response

*Term beginning/end

318
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematcs Instructor #8

No interview conducted.

Gerwrar Mathematics

5

in,
O 2 4 6 8.

Usage distribution
Totals: 20 students, 1157 hours. Average:

lel 1 1 1- 1 hrs
10 12 14 16 18 20

349



ID NUMBER

330

Mathematics Instructor 19

COURSE INFORbIATXON

Name

. *Enral1J ant

Schedule

PLATO Use

Roster

CnrriCulum

Lesson Source

asson Preview

ETS

C' SE EVALUATION

Le 1 of Lessons

Qua ity of Lessons

QuaLi of Lessons

% Less. s Previewed (approx.)

Sessions ffected by Failure

Would You se Your Own Time
to Improve TO Instruction

Algebra - 1

25/25

during class

replace classwork, review and practice

self

self

U of X staff

some

pretests, posttests, attitude surveys

appropriate
.

less than sufficient

average

50%

2

uncertain

INFO TION

st PLATO Con t U of I staff

U of I Extension- se Spring 74, Ghesquiere, intro/ Spring 75,
Jordon, advanced

PLATO Lessons Design= 0

PLATO Lessons Program 0

Release Time Summer 74, Fall 74, Spring 75

Prior PLATO Use Fall 73 - Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training credit course

Years Teaching 14
.

Years at this College 3

'Tenure yes

*Term beginning/ond

330
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3

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor #9

General

The effect of PLATO on class achievement has been dif4cult to measure
this term because of the extraordinarily peculiar nature of the class.
Of the instructor's class using PLAT0,1.1nly seven out of the original .

thirtyrfive who began the course final. There were no student '

complaints, however, about' FLAW. PIA. is useful as' an additional'
learning technique and'resource, although mechanical breakdowns and space
limitations may reduce 'its use. PLATO can not be ranked with othei media;
different students need the different approaches that several media offer.

Use and Lessons

PLATO was used during classtime for review and practice. No change
is planned in the future. Since PLATO can not replace"the material covered
in class, the instructor is reluctant to give up classtime to PLATO.

The text for the course was Fundamentals of Mathematics by Marano
and Kaufman; Supplemental materials on ditto sheets were also used,. PLATO
lessons were reviewed and selected with'the advice of Lou DiHello.

Many topics are suitable for presentation on PLATO, although neither
topics nor individual lessons were singled out as particularly apt. A lesson
involving word problems displayed Ale good branching that characterizes
effective use of PLATOts resources. Most of the lessons fit the instructor's
syllabus and the learning level seemed appropriate.

Future lessons should have more graphic material, including diagrams
and charts. The instructor was hesitant to suggest new lessons or topics.

Mechanics and Administration

Only minimal mechanical failures occurred this term and no scheduling
problems arose. Sanford Rush entered the class roster and Rush and Errol
Magidson provided help with PLATO.

The class had no contact with ETS. .

The instructor doubts that PLATO will be any more effective than any
other media already available.- She has tried unsuccessfully in the past to
replace some material covered in class with lessons on PLATO* Her experience
was not happy- and she uses PLATO exclusively now for reinforcement. She
judges that PLATO has had little or no effect on her career.,/

351
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Mathematics Instructor #9 -- continued

Algebra - 1
se

5

I 4- A In- I hrsn
2 4 6 8 tg 12 14 16 18 20

Usage distribution
Totals: 29 students, 178 hours. Average: 6.1

t'
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LU NUMBER Mathematics instructor #10

COURSE INFORMATION

Name

*Enrollment,

Schedule r.

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson ,,,Preview

ETS

Algebra - 1 !

'60-70/60 //

outside of class; terminal's not reserved
/ . X

review and practiceyUpplement homework

site coordinator, "of I staff,'

self

course catalog

some

pretests, attitude. surveys

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 25%

Sessions Affected by Failure 0

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION . ,

First PLATO Contact coll LATO staff

U of I Extension Course Spring 4 Ghesquiere, intro; Spring 75,
Jord advanced

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programied .1

Release. Time Fa1174

-Prior PLATO Use Spring 74, Fall 74, Fall 75

ti

Source'of PLATO Training credit course, site coordinator, U of I
staff

Years Teaching

Years at this College

Tenure

*Term beginning/end

15

3

yes

353
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor g10

No interview conducted.

: , 1

a.,

f

.

)

't

5

ge

a

...

.,,

hrs
8 10 12 14 16 18. 20 7 .

Usage distribution'.
Totals: 39 students, 68-hairs. Average: 1.7.

t

t

...

.351
. , .

-a

1



ID NUMBER

.335
..._4-4. -0:4 Nr-

Mathematics Instructor #11

COURSE INFORMATION

-Name

*Enrollment

Schedule .

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson- Preview
*

EPS

'COURSE EVALUATION

Level Of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of LessOns

% Lessons Previewed' (approx.)*

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Ilse Y6ur 04n Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact

U of I Exteniion Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO Use

Sourcei ipf PLATO Training

Years Teaching

Years at this College

sg
'tenure
, u

.

*Term beginninglend

.

O

,Algebta - 1

45/45

A

outside cot-class, terminals reserved

review and'praqice, supplement homework,.
extra, credit

site 'coordinator

self

course catalog, fellow instructor,
U of I staff

Ye.s

attitude surveys

.

appropriate f.

more than sufficient

. very high

25%

.0

PO.

M

4.%

4.

U of r staff

none

0
.

0

none

Pall 75

self, asst

9
4-

yes

.4

t> .0

a

site coordinator,- U of I ,staff

C.

356



336 .

''S

INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics instructor #11

t

.

."348').71 'OW* * mn$ , Nsoi

In' ni f nr ri, in . 4 l rt. , 4 hrs
4 6 6 10 . 12 14 16 16 28'

Usage di str i but i.on I

s/ 3 2 -students , 7 2 hours. Average: 2 3 .

a

.411,

a

.

3'5 3 .

Pk

1



.\\337,.

111

.19 NUMBER Mathematics notructo

COURSE INFORMATION
. .

Name

A *Enrollment

Schedule

---PLATO Use

41 4
Roster.

COrricaium /
.

Lesson So ce

Less& view

.ETS

o

tOUFtSE EVALUATION

Level arLe$rns

*entity of absons

Quality .of Lessons

% ,Des $ Previewed (approx.)
'

Sesilon Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO ifistruction_

4

4

\INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

PLATO Contact

U of I EXtension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

PLATO.Lessons Programmed

Release Time

Prior PLATO lase

gource of PLATO.Training

Years TeaOhing

Years-at this College

*Tinure

*Term beginning&

#12

/
Algebra-'- 1 -(2 sections.)

,as. 45/42 (total 2' sections

dfiring class

replac class, revieliand'ic$ctice,
supplement homework

self

self
\

Yi

4
.

course catai . .

yes
. ..: . -_

etests, poittests, attitude-surveys
. .

section only)

appropr te, 1 ,sectic

more than ufficient

high

100%

2 (tota1.2 sections

yes

; difficult, 1 section
. I"

'co lege P staff

Sp Jog 5, Jordan, advanc

1

1

Summer 74, Spring 75

Fall 74/- Falc75 .

se44 credit OoUtsfe, 'site coordinator

4

yes

357
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338

tics Instructor ' #12

General -

.
. . 4

A comprehensive statement of PLATO's.effect on achievement hard .

. .

to make. It seems to be more e fective fdr better students, for ac vers
Who,bringmbre diligence and ability to.the.tAsk of using PLATO. fibre-

over, the instructor is not mire that PLATO achievement Will translate
into better scores on examinations. Although most,studenta seem,enthusiastic, \
abut PLATD,attitudeis frequently dependent upon the quality of lessons.
Lesso which re too epsy bore the students lessons which are too diffi- \

cult.or unclear strate. him, occabi nally to -the; intthat he must give
.the lessan.up in desperation. ,One me s,of solving la-prokkam might be
to develop optional proficiency tests route students to less
,appropriate difficulty and complexity.

PLATO s studenik to'woirk at the
aid giv s mita feeling of accomplishment
and that t feedback-, Mdreover, s the

students 'who are having conceptual. di
Cost effectiveness may, Ogwever, be questionable,
use it can be problematic et times.I.Using PLATO-4
of classtiMe and resultain coverage of less materia
,i-strUbtionNkhat is better than text'and class' drill
Th Anstructot,ismot sure of its effectiveness-in comp

.

Ilse
_

and'Legsonb '

own bace Without embarrassment
providing encouraging responses
teacher for-ndividual help

with the terial. PLATO!A
etting = udents to

`14ass.

..'-,PLATO.pro p des
d worse, than mmwor .

ison'to olhe

PLATO was us
I ":. review.and practic

- were, encouraged to
.

. .

. The course used a.

.
.

t r.

replaceduring classtime to eplace 4agsrobin materials, for-, i

, and.to supple ent homework. Additionally, students
e PLATO on their time.\

text by Mrano and Kaufmann. IhecUr5 LATO
essons

s. The ins cchar pses etudent-
ectiveneSs, of Lh mateSials,-and
ind excit

lessons were extensivei56.reviewed.during the stainer and appro
were selected to supplement the sylla
responses on quizzes to evaluate the of
he also includeslessons which etude ts_

Topics in gebmetry suit PLATO' be
plotting and fractions. The same topi

4 the lessons:in fractions, decimals
tion than can be had from a bopk.a d
MoreoVeri- these lessons haVe good' na

\

. e ecia/ly isateriali;,On graph

ilumAny useful lessons;\
raphingide_ ea

does the, re y work.
udging, good graphic presentat

an4 adequate branching. The animated,elemantary mathematics,lessons Snit
PLATO well as hoes the lessOn Darts which ie,Very interactive and has
excellent graphic presentation. The learning, level of most lessons is
right for most of the audiences although the square root lesson is too
hifficult and sometimes unclear, and the lessons. on fractions and -Sign
numbert may be too easy. In the future, lessonslould be desii(neolin

,respon e to instructors' needs. This instructor uld like to seelessons
on equations and inequalities_with absolute valuesi'Vehn diagrams; and*
decimals, including lessons Winfinite-decimals and irrational numbers.'

35'3
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MatheMatics Instructor #12 -- continued

Existing lessons should be refined to proiride better answer judging, more
brandbing, and better graphic display.

Mechanics and Administration
. .

-c,

-Mechanical problems, chiefly terminal red - lighting, were tOlerable;
'total system failures occurred. Scheduling was, however, difficult.
This instructor was not able get all the'birais he wanted. He suggesti,
by way of improvement, the posSibility of clumps ?Cusage.for example,
three days per week for one or two weeks at a time. Addition.of more

finals or sharing. of tike-slots)with other teachers might provide
bette access. He would like his students to use PLATO on an entirely
casual baN,sis.

The instruc r managed his own roster and curriculum. He has received
help from Err?). Mb idson, Bob Bator, aim Williamson, Keith Bailey, and
Lou DiBello.

ETS pretests, sttests, and attitude surveys were given in one
sectiokofMath 111 b t not in the second section. The pretest is not
perfeinstrument but it is helpful. In the future, it may be used

the same as a tiagriostic tool to advise students to twitch to more appro-
priate math classes.

inininilli Ili i f ' i- i hrs
iff 12 14 16 re::. 20

Usage distibution
'Tota 1 s 32 udents,V207 hours. Average: 6.5

r
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Mathematics Instructor 112 -- continued
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[I 1 f 1 _._,11.11 ,,
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4 i ' I I I ' I ' -I. hr-s

2 4 6 8 10. '12 34' 1 16 1 20.

Usage el i str: i but i .

Totals: 17 .5t (1 ent5 , 36 hours. . Alierage,: 21.1
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ID NUMBER Mathematics Instructor #13

COURSE 01s7FORMATION
--

4mui Algebra -

*Enrollment 40/29

-' SChedule during class
/

PLATO Use review and practice

Roster\ self

Curriculum self

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

gookii EVALUATION

Level of Lessons appropriate

Quantity of Lessons more then sufficient

Quality of Lessons high

%Lessons Previewed (appro . ) 25%

0

-course catalog

some

no 7

Seisions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time yes
to Improve PLATO Instruction

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATIONt

First PLATO*Co

U of I ension

----PLATO Lessons - 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Re*ease Time none

Prior PLATO Use Fall 75

U of I.staff

none

Source of PLATO,Training self,. site coordinato fellow instructor

Years Teaching 15

Years at this College, 2

Tenure no

*Term beginning/end

36
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"INTERVIEW SUMMARY --.MathanatiCs Instructor #13

No interview conducted.

nI in, . n fin,
1 1 'I' Ihrs

4 6 8 10 12 14 16- 18 20

Usage distribution
Iota 1 ss: 21' students, 72 hours . Averages 3.4

302
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ID NUMBER

343

Mpthematics Instructor #14

" .

.-COURSE INFORMATION.

Name

*EnrollMent

chedule

PLATO Use

Roster

Curriculum)''

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lessons

Quantity of Lessons

Quality of L;itssons

f\ % Lessons previewed (approx.)

Sessions Affected by Failure/

Wohld You Use Your Own T
to Improve PLATO InstruCtion

/'
-/.

INSTRUCTOR INFORMkTION
,"/

First PLATVContact

U of EXtension Course

PLATO Lessons Designed

pATO:Lessons ProgrAmmed,

*ease Time

Prior PLATO Use

Source of PLATO

Years Teaching

Years at/this

Tenure;

Intermediate Algebra S2 sections)

53/23 (total 2 sections)

in class (1 section); outside of class,
terminals not reserved (1 section)

no response

self

college PLATO staff, U of I staff

college PLATO staff

some

Train01

liege

;Term beginning/end

no

appropriate

(less than s ficient to sufficient,

average

/20%

2

no

41
college PLATO staff, U of I st ff

none

0

0

none

Fall 75 ;,,

College PLATO staff,

4

1

no

363
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY Orhematics Instructor $14

General

4- 4,10"

is a valuable aid but it helps some students more tha others.

students do not really need it and tie' indifferent do not us it.

...-----rhes°e-tudents who know they Aped he and are willing to work their y
-through the mechanics are the st ents who will benefit most from

PLATO offers great flexibility and a capacity for repeated dril
and instruction. Unfortunately, it iS not always available. Mechani 1

problems, lack of verbal communication, and missing instructions in
lessons (instructions which experien d authors may not realize are
necessary) limit its use. Moreover, t re may be little carry-over to
textbook examples and problems.

PLATO can not be easily compared to ova forms of instruction and
it can not solely replace them. If lessons properly programMed with
many branching alternatives, PLATO should be be ter thana workbook.
Its impermanence and nowloortability preclude i replacement of a text,
which can be carried about and easily referred to at will. Since it can
give hints and provide a ready response, it should be better than homework
and is, adequate to replace a lecture occasionally. Although PLATO ismore
like a tutor than any other aid, it can not equal a*really good one and
can not replace class discussion, forin the classroom some student will
usually articulate a problrr shared by many.

Use

PLATO was used principally as a voluntary aid and,secOndarily.to
replace a lecture Aihen the instructor was out of town. The class was
taken to the terminal room for an introductory session on PLATO. Students
were not required to usd-PLATO on their own time. When PLATO was used as
class replacement, some time was spent in class preparing for the PLATO/-

\....,,, lesson. Once an audiorvisual aid w's prepared to accompany the lesion.
The instructor kept an index of lessons and suggested to students topics
that matched topics covered in Clads.,

The instructor would like to see PLATO available in the classroom
as a teaching aid and made available in the hall carrels and library
to be used as a freely accessible, resource at the student's convenience.

'Lfssons

The class used the text by Dolciani and handouts distributed in class.

The instructor acknowledges that he is too little experienced to know
what topics are best suited to PLATO, but he thinks the only limitation on
topics is the imagination of the programmer. Lessons with too many branches
either loge the atudent's interest or fail to cover the material adequately.
Since he had not reviewed all the lessonsp.he did not single out any partic-
ularly good ones, but would like to have statistics lessons available.

364
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Mathematics Instructor #14 -- continued

Slope and intercept lessons are not however well suite4 tohis presentation
of the material in class.

The lesson index for Math 123, Algebra, is well set up and the titles
are similar to class topics since the lessons were written for that class.
The learning level of the lessons suits the class well.

LeisenS should be continuously revised and should contain a good amount
of humor. Perhaps future lessons should be carefully developed by two
people jointly so that weaknesses can be identified and corrected. Authors
should have taught the class at least five timess and lessons should be
tested in the classroom prior to general release.

Mechanics and Administration

Terminal availability i limited for students who want to use PLATO
outside of a regularly schedu d class. Two serious system failures
interrupted the introductory le son. On the first day the instructor
took the class back to the clay ioom; on the second day there was a
fifteen to twenty minute delay before the system was usable. Alternate
class room work was planned however. This seine to be the, worst experience
of any instructor at this college.

Lou OiBello and Keith Bailey helped e instructor use PLATO. He

managed the roster himself but the cur culum was managed by either Bailey
or'DiBello.

PLATO has not affected his classroom teaching or made a significant
impact on his career.

The course had no contact with ETS.

Intermediate, Algebra

;

111,11111.111 !nini I n I A I _A 1 A hrs

0 2 4 6 8 le 12 14 16 18 20

*

Usage distribution
Totals: 27 students, 64 hours. Average: 2.4
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Mathematics Instructor 414,-- continued\

5

hrs
8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Usatedistribution
Totals! 24 students, 139 hours. .Avera 5.8

f
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. JD NUMBER

347

Mathematics Instructor #15

COURSE INFORMATION

Name Intermediate Algebra (2 sections)

*Enrollment 68/27 (total 2 sections)

Schedule during class Weection); outside of class,
terminals not reserved (1 section)

PLATO Use 'no response

Roster

Curriculum

Lesson Source

Lesson Preview

ETS

"NI

COURSE EVALUATION

Level of Lissons

self

college PLATO staff, U of I staff

college PLATO - staff, U of I staff

yes

no

appropriate

Quantity of Lessons lee than sufficient

Quality of Lessons low

% Lessons Previewed (approx.) 50#

Sessions Affected by Failure

Would You Use Your Own Time
to Improve PLATO Instruction

0

no

INSTRUCTOR INFORMATION

First PLATO Contact college PLATO staff, U of I staff

U. of I Extension Course none.

PLATO Lessfts Designed 0

PLATO Lessons Programmed 0

Release Time none

Prior PLATO. Use Fall 75

Source of PLATO Training coXlege PLATO staff, U of I staff

Years Teaching 8-

% Years at this College 3

Tenure no

*Term beginning/end

V

367 -
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY -- Mathematics Instructor #15.

General

Although the voluntary use of PLATO as a supplementary aid has helped.
a few students, there seems to-be a general disinterest in its use. It
seemed that no one completed any lessons. This may, however, be symptomatic
of a general lassitude in students toward the course.
4

PLATO does provide an alternate method of instruction that may succeed
where others fail. It is equal to a workbook and superior to presently
available audio-visuallaids but will not replace homework and, at least
until 4 full algebra course is programmed, cannot replace a text. It

provides better drill than can be had in class, -but it cannot replace lec-
tures or class, discussion'. Finally, constraints upOn the time it is
available to studente limit its effectiveness. \.

Use

PLATO was used as a voluntary supplement, and low use was disappointing.
Students were given an introduction session j.n PLATO's use, and at*that time
they seemed enthusiastic. That enthusiasm was not borne out in any appreci-
able Use of the system. The instructor has. no plans to require PLATO's use
in the future.

Lessons

'the lessonslavailable fdr algahra are not particularly distinguished
and did not correlate well with the course text. Some lessons'ere only
partially effective. The lesson on graphing successfully taught'the student
to plot/the graph but not to write the equation for it. Program problems
add to the student's frustration. The cursor segment of, the lesson on
simplifying radicals workeLpoOhy; there are no instructions on the use
of the exponent key in lessohs Where its use is required.

The best lessons are those which would provide reinforcement through
drill add help the student see where he has made a mistake. The factoring
lesson is good fdr this. While the level of lessons is generally good,
mora'lessdns are needed on radicals and on systems of inequalities. Lessons
shohld be more thoroughly tested before they are released. for general use.

Mechanics and Adiinistratisan

No mechanical problems or system failures occurred, but then, there
has been no in-class use. The instru r managed her own class roster,
but Keith Bailey helped manage the curr lion and Maintained the lesson
index. Lucretia Lockmiller and pob Grande provided general assistance.

V

The course had no contact with ETS.,

The instructor sees no great impact of PLATO on either her eer
or on the teaching profession.
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Mathematics Instructor #I5 continued s.
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Recatimendations

'LA shauld.beused to provide extensive drill in algebra; students

nee.d.r sated drill, anedtill Is a thing which PLATO does well. Future

4 algebra lessons ought to bewritten to corresTond tothe covaeage and
organisation of a widely-used vamaid text.
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Usage distribution
Totals: 29 students; 54 hours.. AVerage: 1.
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Usage distribution
Totals: 28 students, 64 hours. Average: 2.3
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